MENT, in CONTROVERSIES of RELIGION. 


{1 Ten Arguments or Reafons , difcovering the prefent Pas: 


3 Luke 16, 29, 31, They Mofe es th Frights let chem hear 


_tefition: ‘about the SUPREAM SeaT of Junc- 


Together with. 


of Rome, to be ng true Church of Chriff, 
WHEREIN 


are the true of Chrift, . 


Tug. 2Priloner for Traths 


—— 


them. -—If they he not Mofes find the Prophets, neither will 
“they be perfwaded shough one rife from the.dead. 


‘}Bgek, 20. 18,49. Burl [aid Walk ye not 
‘| the Statutes ‘of your fathers, Gc, 


1 am the Lord your 
n my Statutes, and keep my Fudgments, and do 
Jon.12.48. The Word I have fame wise yom ix 


Icis evinced, Thatthe prefent Affemblies of 


| 


4 
4 


“| 
5 
4 
“4 
a 
“ 
Je 
i 
| 
t 
: | 
| 
| 
¥ 
~ a 
‘ 
t a 
— 
} 
| 
| 4 
* 
ae 
| 
| 
2 


—— ~ --— 
> 


= 
4 
er 
% 
‘2 4 
* 
, 
te 
i 
| 
> 
f 
4 A ‘ 
a 
i 7% \* 
* > 4 \ 
AX 
= 
g 
} 
/ 
“ 
' ' 
- 
 & 
~ 
whe f 
“Se 


THE: 


TO THE 


Courteous 


Ot becaufe I envy thofe of the Papal Church, or defire chem any 
evil Not tha: I defire they be expofed to a fifferin 
condition for matters of Religion, or that they {hould be deni 

any Isberty in that refpelt which I defire my nor foray 

other prejudice (God knoweth) do publifh this {mall Treatife: 
caufe I judge my felf concerned at this time to give my Teffimony far the 

Truth, againft fome Papal Tenents ; for divers caufes: As firft, 

1 am at this time under reflraint, and though nothing hath been laid 
to my charge, yet it  rumour’d by fome that a Papift ; 1% 
place of my Confinement, have I been told to my face by {ome of the Prote™ 
Clergie, that I ama Roman Jefuite, And indeed this s an ordie 
mary which hath been caft upon thofe sn general to whom I am 

related upon a religions account, viz, That weare all Papifts, or will 

turn Papifts, Oc. and this, not fo much to our perfonal prejudice, asto 
the difhonour ef that antient way of Truth by us profeffed. Secondly, 

4 more particular occafion of the publication of this Treatife, pro- 

from the Papitts: themfelves, in fending Seven Queries to the 

Baptized Congregations in this C ounty ( commonly called Anabaptlts ) 

‘To which, through the imporiunity of {ome Friends, I formed a brief 

Ar{wer ; ‘little thinking: I confefs, that {0 much contention would have 

‘rifen thereupon, asfincel have met with. And I likewife confef, that 

the undertaking {uch, as that it a more fit Infirument than 

‘my [elf to manage 

Neverthelef, 1 hope I may fay, that bishert what hath come 
inthis conteft, hath fallen our rather tothe furtherance of the Trath + for. 
which caufe 1 have thought fit to offer it to the perufal of others, @ much | 

of it I mean, is at prejent needfs and that ws the fubftance 


-of what bath paffed about the mans decide 
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now wants but few months of a year , fince my final Anf{wer, 
containing 4 Review of all that had*bech faid in way of Anfwer to the 


in roduced. the«T eft ftimonpof Antient 
a rhing wit | hail therein Sp: kam, & ind di 

ppofite te-My Antagonrtt. 
But | have beard { late, that hess gone out of thiz Nation, fo that I 
expelt no more Reply from him. So thaugh for divers Reafons hereafter 
fhewed, Ib not fr. the wbole Difceur{e ( whieh, if nect be may 
sn due ti to light. yet have Bt. it meet bere to fet 
down Be ven Aries tha fo if any C briptan. of {uit able endow- 
ments, for the Vi indication of ips againfl the op fii tomt hat lyeth in rhe 
faid Queries, fhall. thir orth, bis T alent in that Seawice, he 
way take bold b to doit, for the ot 
‘How ar however, I joyn.to each ohe 
Anciquery; | which may at this to the eds 0 
wor barry an to the 


rlether we are to 
all Diffe- 
rene es of ‘Religion 


Antiq, 


ai Differences in point of 

Reli gion can. you refolve 

died without the written Word of God ?-and 

thes whether. the written Word of God be 


Rule fir matters of Reli igion ? 
‘Antiq,. 
{ whether fore Book; muff nat of ne- 


coffi ity beak for it fe it felf ? and whether 
know you precifely the Striptuxe doth not.beft fi deferve this 
is the ‘due of 


Books bat them. which we or you 

which we ave, tell ws, there are other 
holy Writings, which never yet came 

know’ you” your 

Cope and Tranflations of i 4 


to our. hands, nor to yours ? 
the Bible are the true Word 


"What Copies and, Tray ions of the 
UF God?’ finte’ the Original P [lations of 
Writings not come to 


hands. 
Query | 


than ours ? and whereare the Origi- 
nal Manuferip:s of the Prophets and 


priviledge ? And whether it be nota 
bold pre to far, there areno 


Bible have you. that are. more tne 
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The \uthor to the Reader, | 
Qu. he When we differ about the true Church, 
Where we differ | and about the meaning of Authors, by whom 
about the fenfe of che |-seuf we be tryed? ty cannot {peak for 
Word, by whom mult | rhemfelves more than the Scripture: and 
we be tryed? che dead | whether the Scriptures, compared togethers 
Letter cannot explain | donot explain themfelves? alfo,whether it be 


you to Gall the Scripture a dead Letter and 

| whether the true lovers of the Scripture tver: 

| vonchf{afed st {uch ul, and. indeed improper 

| Sh (ing Whether the Bapts fom of the.true 

clear Text | be not one 2. and mbether that one be not 

have you out of Sctip-_} prefly found in the Scripture ? And whether 

ture for the piocetlion , the Scripsure doth not. prokibit all befide thas 

of the holyGhoft from | exe ? And whether the Papifts have not toma 

the Father & the Son? | fefed in many. of: their Books, that Lsfante 

ox, for changing the | Bapri/me found in, mor grownded 


to Sunday? ot prohi- clear,that-all the Texts which {p:ak of Bepa 
biting Poligamy, or 
Infant-Bapuifm whether Joh.19126.. ands t4.2 62 and 
whether there be not | 7. clearTexts that the holy Spirst. pr 


unwritten Tradition, 
: Purgatory , and the 


real Prefence? 


one woman for having two Husbands? and 
whether de clearly probihit the latter? 
Alfa, whether there be anpthianhold the firft 
day under the notion of 
yet whether there be not clear Texts far the relegious obfervation of st? 
Act, 20, Allo, whetber it be not ab{urd for you to. ask: for clear 
| Texts to prove unwritten things 2 Alfo, whether 
Real Preferice, as you hold thems, not-plainly defiruttivese forme Ara 
ticles of the Chriftian Faith ? | : 


not an opprobrious and ignonsmious Speech for 


Charch 


Sabbath from Saturday | the Seriprura? and then, whether’ it be not 
do not prohibit Alfay 


as clearTexts to prove | ceeds fromtbe Father. and: the'Sou 


prohibit one man for having two Wives,.and 


Sabbath among the Baptized Churches 


| 
= 
~ 
| — 


ne Author te the Reader: 

Univers | harch can you name that hath 
fality Both fortime | thatwmark? eAnd whether the Woman that 
and place, ‘be nor an’ eg faw, was not Rome? And whether 
évident mark of the | ber Cup was not wniverfally received, fo 
uue Church? that all Nations were drank, thereby? 


wba 


Whether. you have} Whether any man can (hew this mark, as 
reaNy this mark, that | st here without the help of hu- 
is, whether you can | mane Hiftory ? and whether humane Hifto- 
fetch out of all Ages.| ry be 4. rule or ground for divine Faith ? | 
and Nation$, Profef- ; And whether humane Hiftories (¢{pecially 
forsof your Religion; | ‘thofe of the firfrbree hundred ) after Chrift, 
imparticular, you are | were not moft, if not all, burnt , which con- 
to mame but | cerned the Church ? -and whether thofethat 
ene or two in the firft | remain are not contradiftory one to another ? , 
‘fix hundred years af- | Alfo, whether Infant-Bapri(m was fo much | 
ter-Chrift of yourPro- } 4s heard of in the firft hundred ? and then, 
feffion ; for example, bow could any be that denied the ufe- 
. fach as held the fole- | fulnefs thereof? Alfo, whetheraC burch, 
_ Sufficiency of Scrip- | whofe gathering, conftitution and govern~ 
ture fot decidingCon- | ment 1 anfwerable to the Scripture, be not 
troverfies, and deni-.| the true Church of Christ And whether | 
lawfulnefs and ! the (Churches of ‘the Baprifts ‘do not therein 
wfefulnefs of Infant | exceed all other whatever? 4 


to 


Thus, Reader, I thee fome account of the caufes why I 

publifl this Treatife ; I defire thee to perufe it diligently, Iftik any 

_  thingthe Trath be difbonomred, through any Error maintained by me, - 

| Cf which yet I do folemnly profefs I am not con{cious to my [elf ) then 
_ Ganot forbear to blame me in a chriftian fort : only, if thou perceiveft 
mescferentin pont of Language and Methed, I defire thee to bear 

with that; for 1 am one that gets my bread by the labour of my bands, 
never falucedebe Schools to\gain the knowled ge of their Arts, 


| From the Common-Goal in the Caftle 


Farenel. 
= | Of Lincoln, the 10th of the 11 month, 
Ceommonly called Fanuary) 1662, 
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recesdedit. I have 


‘And is him, toall the Sons of 
Inthe County of LINCOLN... 


Ieherte the shings pertaining to as ti concern the 
Baptized Congregations ,( commonly called Anabaptifts) and 
you that are commonly called Papilts have been very little con- 

troverted, And whether it (hall ever pleafe God to try bis 

Pepe Faith and Stedfafinefs, bf b}-your open as be hath done st by 
others, I may not prefume to determine ; nor doubt I, but ae tt as fo en 
be will advance his Truth thereby. 

wnoft certain, that of thofe many whereby the antient 
jhe: Gofpel bath for a long time been oppofed, there iz not found any more 
potent than yours ; and the rather,becaufe your {ubtilty 1s wtterly unknown 
to the generality of Chriftians in this Age ang Nation, where oy, be aay 
gion hath, as it were, lain dormant for many yearse 

The moft dangerous fratagem wherewith you ufwally affasl your oppofits, | 
is, your denyal of the Scripture, Oc. the bigh doom of Fudgment sn mat- 
ters of Fath ; and afcribe that dignity to your felves, wader pretence of 

, jour being the Church ; whereini any one, your 
were, wholly accomplifieed. 

_ Whereupon, I have here prefented to theworld, fomewbut of y our skill, 

in this importaut ‘Oueftion, Whether we are to refolve all Differences 

in point of Religion, only out of the written Word of God? yea, Z i 

have fathfully tran|cribed your laft Replyto my Anfwers, which contains 

the {um of what you fard all 

will difcern ( if I think right ) wifdom ufed to the burt of ie that have 

at time to al that hath paffed 
berween 


Papers. whereby the Reader 
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ys about the feven Quer! 
peared in our [everal Papers art And indeed efpecially, for that it 
“gs to little purpofe ofe to controvert an parbicalar point Rel; ok, teh we be 


your being the C sae of Chri > L have therefore Mail down feveral Rea- 
fons, which it may 


have likgwi le med ptpat 
title of C urch ; [o, if will to her, you then 


Auguft, 
‘contra 
Max. /. yea, faith be, the Chrift, and his Apoftles be 


3.0.34. Judge. Yeaywe fay farther s 


with a6 little alteration or addition as poffibly I could, 
Réader 4 trac underfianding 


and hithertoit 


the Commands of God, as we are [ure many of ours do: avd.theren 


di of 


To the Namelets Author of the feven Queries, &c. 


tly, for that one thing dre. 


determine our erences, Now, 
“pretence of 


ab you arthot the Church, and not 


fo to 


cal tous: bh. yet bel will to, nor indeed 
us the Wace we, or you 
k 


we defire you [bould, w 


his words,” Letimather with tmatter, caufe 
with caufe, reafon with reafon, counted by authority of the Scriptures, not 
propersa any any but Witnefes toboth 
My final Anfwer. te, the farft 


the 


of. yo Queries $ 


of the matters in And: 


I have Jeriouly confidered what feat be.the dé 
pears be chee exalt the authority of mens Tradi- 
tyons, above the eel} Oracles Seliptures. gh st (hould 
baad (which you car never prove) shat there hath cominued atrne 
Church.at Rome exer sw mas there planted ; yatwenld it not follow, 
that all which your Church.beldeth under the title of EcclefafticalTsa, 


fateof of atrue Church, when yer ther Tradstions ( by them 


| accounted.) were byt the Traditions of men, which both the Prophets and 


Chriff bimfelf termed vain Worthip ; efpecially {uch of them, ds wade 


fore,.as Chiift faid to thems, Whiy do you the 

God by your'Eradition ? rhe fame we are Unmbly bold to fay to you, when 

you ask us,why wetran{grefs your Tradstrons 2 for furely,: of none can it - 

moore fly be than of you, that laying. afide of 
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admitted, 


AGAINST 
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The First. ParT fheweth, the Scrip TwuRe and 

- Rome tobe inContention:about the Su PRE AM -' 

JupGMENT in Conttos 


~ 


Hefirft of all Controverfies is founded upon, this Owerp 
What ts the authoritative Fudge of And indeed 

till there be fome in this point, there:canbeno 
expeétation of any fruitful iffue of any-Controveriie.. 


~ 


Now all Controverfies amongft.the fons of men, are reduceable 


one of thefe twoheads, namely, things things divine ; 


things precifely pertaining to this life, or things ‘Which only pertain 
to that which is ta come ;. concerns of a fecular confiderations . otgon- 
cerns of a relsgioms confideratien. And according to the nature of thefe 
Controverfies, fuch ought the Judge for decifion thereof to. be, | ... 
Concerning this Judge of Religions Controverfies, there. are divers 
opinions, , Some fay that the Light, or that of God in Eveny Man;, 
is this only infallible Judge of all Religigus Controvesfies, Bus if this ' 
de of inconveny nces_ mult needs follow,..of 
which this is not the leaft, That ther ‘can be no end of Contro- 
verfies, becaufe,if every man have this, judge of all Debates in him-. 
felf,.and he aver, that what. he faith @id doth is according ta the, 
voice of this Judge (or, that of God in M%) ‘no man can taken. hand, 
togudge contrary shereunse, without becoming she: Judge, 
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The Baptift againft the Pap ft. 
and fo violate the Rule propofed. For this opinign refers not doubt- 
ful Matters to that of God in fome men, or a felec& number of men, 
but tothat of Godin everyman. 
There is another Opinion, which faith, That amoneft all men 
Which pretend:to. owmGhrift, and challenge to themfelves the title 
- of hig Church, and yen do deny each other to have an intereft in 
thattitle ; hat amonpft all fuch parties of the fonsof men, the 
onlyinfalli of their Comtroverfies about Re- 
ligson, is the LORD Himfelf, as he fpeaketh by his Spirit in the © 
holy Scriptures ; together with réght Reafen : or thus, which is all 
| one, The Apofties and Prophets,as they {peak :* their holy Writings, 
| are the onely, infallible authoritative Judge in thefe Controverfies. 
| Yet three things are iathis Opiniomallowed :, firft, That the living 
voice of ghe Paftors the Church) im theirtefpective Ages wher- 
in they live, are of great importance in order to the terminating ftrife 
in the Church, asa Church. Secondly, That Records of Antiquity 
| are of fome ufefulnefs for the refolving fome Controverfies, ms 
for the better difcovery of feme Errors, yet not fo abfolutely necef- 
fary, but that the Church may apeicatly refolve her Controverfies 
without them. Thirdly, That there is a Judgment of Science to 
be allowed every man, as touching all things which he chufeth or 
refufeth in matters of Religion, to be ufed with moderation and dif- 
creet'fubjetion. And this;is the Opinion to which for my part I 
- Phere is another Opinion which faith, That the Papal Church of 
_ Rome is the Supream Judge and Catholick Moderatrix of all Difpures 
im Matters of Paith atid that All'are bound to hear and obey’ her 
Voiceunder paintef Damnation ; and that the Scriptures, as taken in 
the fecond Opinion, is not the Judge of Controverfies. Now this is 
the Opinion which ar this time I am to examine, which in much fe- 
nioufnefs I bambly purpofe to.do, and Leave'it to the fober confide- 
| wt for the better difcharve of this-duty, itis meet we fhould un- 
derftand what the Papi/?s mean by the Church of Rome. And thisI - 
find, that under thar title they would involve the whole Church of 
Chnift from the Apofties dayes until this prefent time, at leaft all 
che Faithful fince the time that Paw/ declares the Roman Church to 
have been famous, as Rom. 1. But this is the very thing denied 
| .-  byus: for though we willingly grant that there was avery famous 
Church at Rome, when wrote his Epiftle to them; yet it fol- 
loweth nor, that there is fuch a Church there: now, or that all that 
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ever from that time to this have walked in the fteps of tite Faith, 


muft needs be fuppofed to have been Members of the Romen Church, - 


orrather of the Church of Rome ( fo called’) ‘efpecially fince it was 
Papal, So that in this Controverfie they muft be'content to define 
the Church of Rome on this wife, (viz.)' Alf that in any Age fince 


Chrift, was of the fame Faith and Pra@ice in things religious, which 


is at this day found in the Papal Church of Rome, and thofe only, are 


_ the perfons of whom the Papal Church of Rome doth confift, And in- 
_ deed this is as much as-they can reafonably defire ; for if. thofe holy 


men who lived im-times paft, were of a Faith and Practice contra- 
diftiné to that which Rome hath now received, Then may not the 


_ prefent Papal Church without wrong, challenge them to be of their 


Church ?. As.for example : Paul,who bore witnels for Chriftat Rome, 
and the Chriftians there in his dayes, was of the Church of Chrift at — 
Rome ; yet we deny that they were any part of the Papal: Church 


The Church of Rome therefore, defined as-before, I do deny to. be 


the infallible authoritative Judge of all Controverfies about matters 


of Faith or Religion: And I dofurther fay, That the Scripmres and” 


right Reafon, as laid down in the fecond opinion, much more de- 


ferves to be received for this fupream Judge of Controverfies, than 


. the Papal Church of Rome: and that there is not an other Umpire 


that can fo effeStually decide the Controverfies of Religion, which 
depend between fuch parties of men ag lay claim to the Title of | 
Chrift’s. Church, and yet deny each other to have an interett 
theres. | 
_ And how far forth the truth in this Point hath been evidenced ir 
that pro and con Difcourfe (fo far as-ir relateth to the firft of them ) 


which hath been occafioned by the writing of the Seven Queries T 


‘have before fpoken of, is here offered to'the Confideration of all fo= 


ber men, that profefs to own the Glorious Gofpel of the blefled God: 
and our Saviour Jefus Chrift. The fixff Qwery of the Seven was this, 
propounded by the namelefs Papift, 


Whether we are to refolve-all differences in point of Religion, only omt of 
the written Word of God? 


BAPTIST. 
Fo.which Queftion thefe enfuing Anfwers were'given before-Te- 
eeived: the Adverfaries laft Paper, which, with. the Anfwers-there- 
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unto, verbatim, the Anfwerswere, 
That the word Costreverfies being underftood of fuch Controvere 


only as depend between thofe parties of men who deny each o- 
ther to.be the Church ; that then there is no other way whereby WE 
can tefolve thofe Controverfies, hut by the ailiftance of God’s Spirit 
fpeaking tous [ through the undoubted Prophets, and Apoftles, and 
Primitive Churches | in the lively Oracles of God, the Scriptures of 

Truth, together with the help of right Reafon in away of {ubfervi- 
ency to thofe divine directions, Or, if the word Controverfies, 
thall relate only to all {uch Controverfies as fall within the compafs 
of the Church, that then to the former means, we are to joyn the 
living Voice and Authority of the Church (in prefent being) af- 
fembled with: her Paftours, as the ordinary means appointed ef God 
to terminate ftrife in,the Churches. But if the Divifion in the 
_ Church be fo great, as that it be not this way deciflive ; or the Doubt _ 

fo fecret, as not this way to be refolved; there is not thena better 
_ way, than for both Parties to reafon it out till Truth and Innocency 
do prevail, as the two Tribes and an half did with the other Tribes 
of Lfrael, and prevailed, 22, or in fome doubrful cafes the ufe 
of Lots may be admitted for the refolution of them, 4és1, 


T. 
Tt t worth obferving, how many windings and turnings you have to a- 
woid the difficulty of this Query ; Whether weare to refolve all diffe- | 
rencesin pointof Religion, only outof the written Word of God ? 
Firft, you leave out the word | only | im which lay the very.knot of the 
difficulty, 2, Then you give me a piece of an Anfwer, and keep inthe 
living voice of the Church, 4 referve for your Second Paper. 
3. When'you are {bewed how you forfake your old fort, the fole fufficien 
of Scripture, as. if you were aftasd to come too wear us, you give bac 
again, and doygur worft to difcredit ths living voice be Church, fe 
that in effect it lands but for ameer cipher, as I fore{awit wouldwhenit — 
 cameoncetothe {canmng. 4. Upom fecond thoughts, finding your error, 


by putting the Query, What is become of the living voice of the 


‘Church? you fhuffle again, and would gladly make fométhin of it ; but 
thu fometbing, in the end, ‘falls to juft nothing, al hall make it further 
appear by ripping up the particulars of this your laft Anfwer, 


Thave ufed no windings to avoid the difficulty of the 
but you are to know, that. I firft anfweredir, I roak the word 
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The Baptyft the Papp. 


Controverfie to telateenly toduch Controverfies depend. Between 
fuch perfons as deny each-other to have any'prefent right to-either - 
the Name.or Priviledges of the. Church: .And: indeed, Ado notfee 
how any. other fenfe. can be made of this Qwery: for, under that 

word W&, I {appofe-you included.no more but your felf and Church, 
on the one party ;..and us, to whom-you fent the Queries, on the 
ther party ; and we well know that you account us.no members voh 
the Church; andyou iikewife know. that wevhave the fame opithion 
of you ;..but when your Obfervations (or Second Paper) took into 
the Query. all Controverfies. which fall. within the compafs of the 
Church, as fuch, I.could do no lefs than tell you, that my Anfwer 
did not exclude the diving vaice of the Charch in {uch cafes ; | but that 
my Anfwer doth only exclude every fuch voice as exalteth itfelf a- 
bove the.Spiric fpeaking'in the Scriptures: whereas in your 
Third Paper,- you toldme, Thatto appeal to Councils and Fathers, 
isa clear way to agree allour differences ; I told you that thisisa 
very cloudy way, andrhat becaule they are contrary to themfelves, 
and one another, 2. Till-they. be:agreed they cannot agree us. 
3. And fith you take not the Seripture as.being of any authority, till 
they, as the Church, giveit you; Idemanded, by what you would 


agree them/in theirdivifions? 4. And to fhew you howthey are‘di- 


vided, I gave you. divers Inftances concerning their divifions, 2s 


-alfo touching the corniption which. hath been found in divers Popes. 


PAPIST.’ 


1, had reafonto take notice . of your excluding from tle laing 
yorce'of the Church, every voice exalting it felf above the voice of 


Scripture, becaule it wacavery needle Exception, fincethe Charch are 
rogakes np {uch powtry but only toxmerprét the voice of Scriptwre, 

this wayof taking the fenfe of. Scripture from the living 
of the Church, be fo cloudy as you 16, I do no more underfiand, 
than living voice of Food ce fhould be a cloudy way to underfiand 
For Riddler how we are tovecinvile the Fathers and Councils 
when they feenstq ela with their omn -but by having re- 
courfe to Scripcure Anfwer: briefly,: Fat General Conncils have no 
fuch contradsttions as you fpeakof, And as for the holy Fathers, when 

there is any {uch difficultpin any one of them, we muft look, upon the reft 
what they fay, end to follow their unammonsconfent : for if we take them 


fingly, no erred, and thefe errors we ksow-by their diffent- 


ing the ; for otberwife, certainly the authority of any one of the 
| antient 
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The Baptift again. the Papi, 
antient Fathers, when be expounds Scripture, or relates the Chriftian 
prathice of his time, and ts not cenfured or contradifted by the reft, or 
condemned by the Churchin.a General Council, % of greater authority to 
decide Controverfies in point of Religion, or to kpow the true meaning of 


Scriptare, than any thin you have alledged, as we (ball [ee by and by, 
when I have firft exansined what you bring to diferedst the Fathers and 


Councils. 
A ainft the Fathers, you firft bring St. Av tetract.21, contradstting 
bimfelf by faying, that, Macth. 16. Chrsft tlt not bis Church upon 


Peter, but upon Peter’s Faith: {ure you read not St. Aug. for he there-ex- 
pounds that place of Chrift himfelf, and not of the Faith of St. Peters nor’ 
doth he recal bis expounding st elfewhere of St. Peter, but leaves both 
Expofitions as probable, concluding thus; Hunc autem fententiam que 
fit probalitureligatlector. Js thw fair dealing ? Again, yon bring in 
St, Aug, contra. Petil. c. 2, 3,4. a contrary tobimfelf and me,  \ 
eaule he teaches, That the Church s to be found out by the words of Chrift. 
But though (I doubt ) you cannot this appear in any of thefe three 
Chapters, yet were st nothing to the Livsit “for we deny not but the 
Church is to be found out by thefe clear marks, whereby the holy Scripture 
bath deciphered ber. 
Next, you alledge St. Chryfoft. Plal, 22. and St. Ambrofe de 
Sacrament. calling the Bleffed Sacrament, a fimilitude or figure of 
Chrift’s Body and Blood. 1 Anfwer. 1. That it 1 the Opinion of the 
Learned, that newher St.Chryfolt. nor indeed any Grecian, could be 
Author of that work, 2, I fay, the Sacrament may be truly called the. 
frmilitude of Chrift’s Body and Blood, becaufe st +s not given sn the form o 
flelh aud blood, of which men would have a horror, as the fame St. Amb. 
obferves, but under the Forms of Bread and Wine. 
next St. Dinis Eccl. Herarch, but quoting no place, I have 
mot yer met with it; Iam [ure that work fo clearly for usin this very 
point, that our Adverfaries the Calvinilts,and Calvin, demes it to be his : 
St. Aug, and Tertull. are as clear for us, and what you bring out of them 
> ¢learly anfwered by Bellarm. de Euchar, And you are to know that st 
>. ta general rule\amngft the Learned, that we.are to explicate obfcure 
places by thofe that are clear, if we mean.toknow the Opsmon of any Au- 
thor, being imspoffible for any man to write [o warily, that fomet bing 
~ maybe objetted ont of him ( efpecially if he bave writ much, asit is our 
ale) which may feem contrary to what he expreflyteaches. And you had 
need obferve this rule in nents the Scriptures themfelves, or other- 
wife you will meet with a thoufand abfurdities and conttadsitions, 


Againft 
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Again the Councils you produce that of onftantinople under 


tant. Copron. 4 crying down Tran{ubftante ‘tion, But thus was afath- 
oms Meeting, wever owned for a Council, nevtMer by the Greek nor Latine 
Fathers, and exprefly condemned in the Nicene Council : and the jeft us, 
this _Mock-Council was far from condemning Tran{ubftantiation as you 
affirm, that they [wore bythe Body and Blood of Chrift inthe Eucharift, 
to abolifh the Wor{lip of Images: | Something fhould here have been 
faid concerning Bertram, who is {aid to have oppofed Tranfubftantia- 
tion; but in the tranicription of my Third Paper, there was an Er- 


rata, and the Inftance is not material; fg that what is faid about. 


him,.I will expunge in both Papers. ] 


Yon fay further agasnft the Authority of C ouncils, That they have COn— 


traditted each other snthesr Decrees, about the Laityes communicating in 


one or both kinds: But we grant that the Church may vary in Cuftoms of — 
this nature, which being indifferent, mtay be altered as {he {hall think, fit, 


according to feveral circumftances : What we deny ts, that the Church, or 


General Councils ever made contrary Decrees about the belief of any point, 


of Faith; 


It is no wonder that you have a fling againft the Pope, after you have 


been [0 bold with Holy Fathers, and General Councils ; but I mult tell you, 


Though many of our Divines hold him infallible, when he fpeaks ex Ca~ 


thedra, as they call it, yet % it not the Opimen of all, and confequéntly na 
Article of our Faith. Only we agree in thus, That for preferving peace 
inthe Church, all are bound [o 8 to [ubmit.tothe Popes Decrees, as not 


to oppofe them until a General Council be called, from whofe Fudgment we 


admit no Appeal. What you fay of the wicked Lives of fome of them, 
#8 nothing tothe purpofe ; for as wicked Caiphas play'd the Prophet, fe 
might the Bifhops of Rome, with the affiftance of the Holy Ghoft, be true 
interpreters of God's Word, for all their wicked hves ; fuch Gratia gratis 
date, which are givey for the good of others, .do.not argue bis Santtity 
To make you 4 true Oat I will here cry out, What 1 become of the 
living vosce of the (hurch, fince you have done what youcan todifcredit 


her, by cafting all the dirt yoa can inher face, asst % evident, nile you 


will throw out the Holy Fathers and General Councils ( the Churches Res 
prefentatives) ont of the Church! 


BAPTIST. 
I perceive our Judgments differ concerning the living voice of the 
Church, what itis? Ihave told you, That I take it for the prefent 


~ Church and her Paftours, in wr particular Ages wherein they 


| live, 


> 
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— five, Yow take this Leing voice to be the Decrees of Councils,and 


Books of the antient Fathers. And here I cannot but marvel, why 
You fhould be willing to Appeal to the Books of the Antients, and 
their written Decrees, as 4 diving voice, and clear way to decide our 
Controverfies, and yet appeal from the Books of the Prophets and 


ly, if any Writings now extant, may be called the Churches living 
voice, the Holy Scripture doth better deferve thattitle than any o- 
ther. Nor willie fuffice here to objet (as itis the Papifts uiual 

way ) that our difference is about the Scripture and the Senfe there- 

‘of, @&c. forthe fame difference is found amongft us, touching the 
- Books and Senfe of Councils and Fathers’: yea, I think I may be bold 
tofay, Thateven the Learned are fo much divided concerning them 
in both refpects,as that they can never be therein reconciled. 
 Butisitfo? that the voice of the Fathers, cc. who only {peak 
im their Writings, is 2 means or way of equal clearing to decide our 
differences, 2s the voice of 2 living Judge in a Cafe of Law amongtt 
men? Then what reafonable man can render a reafon,that the voices 
of the Prophets and Apoftles, though only {peaking to. us in their 
Books and Decrees,may not be appealed to, as.a clear way to decide 
our differences ? Sith all men, profeffing Chriftianity, muft confefs 


that the Prophets and Apoftles {peak with as much Life and Power, 


Certainty and Authority,as any that ever writ fince their time : No- 
whither now can you turn your felves, but to your felves (as Ihave 
formerly noted ) and take upr~ you to be the en/y living voice, that 
 muft, without controul, inte’ ¢ Fathers, Councils, and Scriptures 
too; atid when you have do: _, fitdownas Judge, togive Sentence 
_ for your felves, and againft your oppofers. 
© Well, you have afignedusa Judge of Controverfies; To wit, the 
Fathers and Councils of the Church long agodeceafed ) and this 
is a clear way, you fay, to agreeall. But] have noted that it’s a 
very cloudy way, ‘and that becaufe they could not yet agree them- 
felves ; for they are oppofite each to other to this day, infomuch as 
you are utrerfy unable to reconcile them, fince (as I have fhewed ) 
you muft not make: ufe of the Scripture to that purpofe ; becaufe, 
- before the Scripture can have any authority to any purpofe, (accor- 
ding to your Judgment ) your Coungils muft deliver it to us as the 
Word of God; which they cannot do till they be found, Firft, holy 
Fathers and Councils ef the Church ; And fecondly, at unity among 
themfelves, and each withhimfelf. And I have asked you, How 
you will effect this difficult work ? To which you Anfiwer ; Al 


| 
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Apoftles, as being but dead Letters, aud fencelef Charatters, Certaine 
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ly, That when there ts [uch difficulty smany one of the Fathers, we muff 
book upon 


‘matters of Faith, is undeniabl@, if Records may. be credited rather 


to conclude for the Ewutichian Herefie, namely, That the Body of Councils 


cin point of Faith? Or will you fay,that thefe things were never con- 
-tradicted and cenfured by other Councils ? Thete things are not de- 


Religiofum, Sothen it appears, that General Councils have erred, 


per, itis manifeft that Councils have contradicted one another abouc 
the Sacraments ; for the Council of Conflance, confirmed by Pope 
 ‘yeceive the Sacrament in both kinds. And yet by the Council of 


was alfo confirmed by a Pope, namely,! Felix the Fifth. Sure-one of 


vary in cuftoms of this nature, Sure this is a corrupt opinion, by 


The Baptift aganft the Papif.. 
That General Councils have ne {uch Controverfies as [talk of. Second- 


the reft what they fay, and fo follow their unanimous confent; for — 
(fay you ) if wetake them fingly, no doubt they have erred, andthefe er- 


rors we know by their diffenting from the reff, 
 Lan(wer firft, That General Councils have erred,.and that in 


thanyou. As fist, The Council of Arimi. did err fo, as to con- Thefe 
clude for the Arrian Herefie, namely, That there was atime when were 
Chrift was not the Sonof God: and fure you account that an errour both Gee 
in point of Faith. Secondly, The Council of Ephefw did err fo, as xeral 


Chrift was not of one Sub{tance with ours ; and-is not this an errour 


nied by your eminent Difputant. See the Book intituled, Certamen 


and contradicted each another in very high points of Faith.’ 
Moreover, as to the things whereof I chiefly fpake inmy laft Pa- 


(Martin the Fifth, doth curfe the Laity, or excommunicate fuch as 
Bafil, the Laity are allowed to receive itin both; which Council 


thefe Councils muft needs err. But you have a way to falve this 
errour (fuchasitis) and that is to tell me, That the Church may 


which it will follow, That we have no certainty of, nor con- 
ftancy in any Ordinance of Chrift; forjif the Church have power to 
take the Cup away, fhe hath power alfo to take the Bread away; for 
certainly fhe hath as much to do with the one, astheother. But 47, 9¢ 
truly this your variation, as it is clear befide the Inftitution of ;7, 5, 
Chnft, and the Do&trine of Paul, fo it hath inamannerdeftroyed 
both Baptifm, and the Supper of the Lord, as is evident by the 
practice in divers of your CMaffes, where the People partake 
neither of the Breadmor Cup. Asalfo your Peda-Rantifm, hath ina 
great meafure defrauded the Sons of men of the Baptifm ot Re- 
‘en be pleafed to confider, that this‘your facrilegious divifion of Cyprian 
this Sacrament,is condemned by yprian, Gelafins; avd others.’ Firft, 
2 


Penet, 


Cyprian 


| 
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Cyprian faith, How can we exhort the to fhedthesr blood for Chrift, 
—confec, The divifion of this Mystery cannot be without great Sacriledge, 
Dilt, 2, faith Gelafm, | 
Again, youcannot be ignorant how the Council of (‘arthage, de- 
cteed the Booksof Tobit, Fudith, Ecclefiafiicus, Sapience,and Mac- 
cabees, fhould ‘be received for Cafionical , notwith{tanding they — 
Were rejeGted out of the facred Canon by the Council of . Laodicea ; 
: and here by the way I may take notice, how you would have me walk 
+ by fucharule as you your felf do not obferve; for you propofe the 
Judgment of thofe who lived nearelt to the Apoftles times, as my 
 fafeft:rule to walk by, fuppofing they knew the Mind of God, or 
Chrift,. better than thofe that came after ; but then why do.you re- 
_ge& the Judgment-of the Laodscean Council; which is more antient 
than that of (arthage, which yet you follow in receiving the Books 
@E Maccabees into your Canon of holy Scripture. 

Secondly, Itis marvellous to fee, what work you make in recon- 
ciling the Fathers without the Scriptures. And feeing you are fo 
hardy as to undertake this task without Scripture, as undoubtedly 
ps fée you muft, orelfe grant,that the Scripture muft be that where- 

by we muft decide all Controverfies in Religion ; for certainly, if 
we muft decide all the Fathers Controverfies in Religion with. or by 
the Scripture, it is not then very likely that either we or they fhould 
decide ours without them: but I fay,fith you have undertaken to de- 

_ cide the Fathers Differences without Scripture, pray tell me, before 
you meddie with their Differences, how you know them to be holy | 
_” Fathers of the Church ? can you prove them Church-members with- ; 
out Scripture ? I believe this is as hard a task as to reconcile their 
Differences without Scripture; and yet this alfo muft you do, before 
you can look upon the Scripture as any Rule for either them, or | 
You tell me, if I take the Fathers fingly, no doubt they have er- 
; ged: yet you fay I muft follow their unanimous Confent, (a pretty 
* * *, Paradox) Follow their Confent! in what? why fay you, in their In- 
terpretation of Scriptuse.. OF Scripture |. Why there is no fuch thing 

-as yet for them to,interpret ; for you know (that by your own directi- 

yon ) we have laid by the Scripuye, and muft reconcile thefe Fathers 

-by themielves:, .Miferable Guide! haft thou not led me into a La- 

_ byrinth, and run thy felf into afufficient Maze? I’le back again and 
chee how thefe Fathers themfelves direét me in this difficult point. | 
with famous Augustine, who tels me how he took 
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notice of the Fathers that were before him. Saith he, 


My confent without exception I owe not to any Father, were he never Aug.de ae 


fo well learned, but only tothe Canomcal Scripture: For whereas the Lord Nar. & 


bath not fpoken, who of us can fay it ts this or that? and if bedo fay lat. 


fo, how canhe provert? Yea, faithhe, J require the voice of the Shep- f 
herd reade methis matter out of the Prophets, Pfalms, the Gospel, or Axg.in 


the Apoftles Epiftles. ‘Neither (faith he ) ought we to take the difpen{a- Jobe. 


‘tins OF ALL MEN, bow CATHOLICK SOEVER 


they be, or be they never [0 commendable as wetake the canonical Scrip- 94 
tures, asthough we may not (faving the honour that’s dueto {uch men) 
reprove or rds ¢ any thing of their Writings, if we find they meant other- 
wife than the Verity doth allow, bythe belp of God found by us, or by 
others, Again, he faith, am not moved with Cyprian’s Epiftles for Aug.ad 
I da not take the Letters of Cyp. as the: Canonical Scripture, but Ido Fortu- 
try his Writings BY THE NONICAL SCRIPTURE ; and nat. 
what {oever inthem doth agree with the Authority of the holy Scripture, I 
do receive st with his Commendation and what{oever doth not ——.I 
do by hus good leave refufe st. 

And for further teftimony of Auguftine’s integrity, hear what he 
faith of himfelf : Trufé not me, (faith he ) nor credst my Writings, as if 
they were Canomcal Scripture, but whatfoever TH OU findeft in the 
Word, although thou didst ee it before, yet ground thy Faith on 
it now and whatfoever readeft of mine, unte[S know st certainly 
to be true, give no certain affent untoit, Again, he thus teacheth, We Anguft. 
nauft be partakers of other mens Writings, wholly after the manner of Bees-; Prolog. 
for they flie not alike to all Flowers, nor where they [it do they {natch all 1.3. de 
quite away, but {natching [& much as may ferve to thesr honey-making, Trin. 
they takethesr leave of the reff. Even fo we, sf we be wife, having gotten _ 
fo much of others as 1 found and agreeable to Truth, we will leap over the 
reft. ich rule, if we keep in reading and alledging the Fathers words, 


fhall not {werve from our Profeffion, the Scripaures {hall have the fove- 


reign place, and yet the Dottors of the Church (hall lafe no part of their 


due eltimation, 


And faith Origen, We have need to bring the Scriptures for witnefs, Orig. in 


for our Meamngs and Expofitions without them, have.nocredit,—— the Fer, 
difcuffing of our Judgements muft be taken ONLY of the Serip- hom.t. 
tures. | 
Thus you fee the Fathers tere not of your mind, that the Readers 
of their Books fhould not try them by the Scripture, but the contra- 
ry ; and that as we find them confenting to, or diflenting from Scrip- 
ture (not one another as you teach ) accordingly they advife us. to 
believe, or not believe them, ) As 


4 
| 
| 


& 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The against the Papift: 
As I have faid, itis a cloudy way toappeal to Councils and Fa- 
thers, fo you now act ty faying true: for Lalledged Augaftine, 
as being oppofite to you and your 
Matth, 16, Upon thu Rock, and, firlt, you tellme I read him 
but I mutt tell you, read him after a Scholar fafficient : and 
though your reading differ fomething from his, yet they both de- 
ftroy the received Opinion of your Church concerning that Text ; 
for if Chrift be that Rock, as you confefs Auguftine there teacheth, 
theri it cannot be meant pofitively of Peter, and fo not confequentty 
of your Popes. Bide 
quotation out of Chry/offom in Pf. 22. you invalidate, by tel- 
ling me, that Book was not writ by him, - And this I find to be the - 
ufual way of Learned-men, when the paflage alledged is clear and 
convincing, then a fufpition muft be ¢alt upon the Book, &c. I 
could -inftance the beft part of a thoufand Books, Epiftles, &c. . 
which are intituled under the names of the Antient Fathers; amone(t 

which, as you obferve, is reckoned the Book of Dywss the Areopagite, - 
which I alledged in my Rejoynder. And donot thefe things contri- 


_ ‘bure fomething towards the proof of my Affertion, namely, That it 


is a cloudy way to appeal to Fathers and Councils to decide Contro-— 
-verfies in Religion. If then your way be cloudy, mine muft needs 
beclear, unlefs you carvaflign a third way, oppofit to both; forun- 
doubtedly there is a clear way to decide Controverfies. 
‘You again prefcribe me a ve to find the meaning of the Fathers, 
and that is, to explicate their obfcure places by {uch as are plain, &c, 
But by your leave, we can neither know which of their fpeeches are 
obfcure or plain, without fome rule wher€by to know this. And now, 
whiat can {upply this our neceflitiy? Forexample,Asguftineisfome- 
times read, affirming the Sacrament to be the real Body and Blood of — 
Mhrift ; orherwhiles he is read directly oppofit te this : And how can. 
you, or any body elfe, tell which of thefe fayings is clear or obfcure, 
fith none muft be permitted the ufe of his reafon (by you)in this Con- 
troverfie; and howhe fhould judgeaccording to Faith,I know not, 


 fith you, as yet, debar us of that by which Faith NOW cometh, 


hamely, the Doétrine of the Prophets and Apofties as contained in 
the Scriptures. 


-PAPIST.. 


~ "Something yon would.fay for this living Voice of the Church you once 
had required as neceffary to refolve Differences in Religion, but this figni- 
fies nothing in onr prefent Query : for, after all your fhifting, I cannot 


hurch, touchingthemeaning of 


percerve 


The Baptift againft the Papiff. 
perceive that you make ufe of her Authority in pint of Faith, (which is 
our Qu.) but only to take up other quarrels, by exhorting 
aid : this alfo st feenss you will be your own Fudge, whether fhe follew 
Chrifforno, | | 
Three things you affirm in relation to the Churches Authority, 1. That 
fhe to [elf according to Scripture whieh no bedy demes. 2, That 
the Church in former Ages w not to be a Rule for after Ages to rule them- 
felves by ; becaufe fhe could not forefee the Controverfies that rife up after- 
wards. What if the fame Errors be revived now, which in their times 
were condemned, t not the Judgment of the Church inthofe dayes a fafe 
Prefident for ns to condemn the fame Errors? Befides, Is it not evident 
that the Paftors of the Church, the nearer they were to Chrift’s time, were 
the better able to judge of (hrift’s Dottrine 2? You fay, idly. That the 
Church 1 to be no Rule for thofe that are out of her communion. A flrange 
Affertion, As if aclear light (asthe Church « in holy Scripture) with 
fo many marks to know her by as Umty, Santlity, Univerfality, Adira- 
cles, ec. were not a good means for him that gropesin the dark, to find. 
out bis way.  Laak well upon thefe marks, and you will find ther to agree. 
Only to the Roman Catholick Church, and to no upftart Congregation, and 
confequently, that you ought 1x allreafon to give her the hearing in matters — 
of Faith, and.to have recourfe unto her,aé to the p:llar and ground of Truth, 
u Tim. 3. which place you let flip, and thw under pain of being accounted 
a Heathen, crc. Matth, 18. for though’ this place doth punt out chiefly 
the obedience which Members f the Church owe her in point of Difciplines 
as you (ay well enough, yet bath it no {mall force in our prefent Debate, 
fince thofe that will not hear her Voice when fhe ecchoes out the Vace of 
od, may well be efteemed by her as a Heathen, And tn your own fence l 
t pofe you will have your provifo, That the Church 2 to be obeyed onby 
a the ruleth according to God's Word, of which you will be Fudge too: 
Soin conclufion all comes to this, That you and your fpirit must be Fudge 
all Difputes. And then have not reafon to ask agasm (ince J, or any 
body elfe, may challenge as large a {hare in the Spirit and right Reafon as 
you) who hall take upthe Quarrel ? And is not my comparifon here very 
pat, That there muft needs be as great confufion in your (Church, 4s in a 
Kingdom where every one were left to decide bis own cafe? This was not 
the old way, 48 you may (ee, Deut. 17. 8,9. and Malach. 2. 7. which 
places you had no mind to take notice of : and yet you charge me for letting — 
pals your Infance of St. Stephen, concerming the Libertines, Alexandri- 
ans,crc, which makes nothing at all for your pretended Evidence of God's 


Werd : For though bis Fudgment might be well taken im expounding Scri- 
pture, as being full of the holy Ghost, and confirming what he faid by Mi- 


racles, 


| 
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racles, asthe Scripture tells ushe did, yet thes ts not your cafe, for I think, 


The Baptist againft the Papift. 


you will not arrogate fo much to your felf. 


What you fay of Christ and his Apoftles vindicating their Dotirine ont : 
of Scripture, very true, and our Church doth the fame: but itu not 
«tree, es either (brisk, or the primitive Saints were alwayes wont to fend 
their Profelptes to the Scripture, toregulate their Faith, Did not Christ 
himfelf fend St. Paul to Ananias for snfiruttion ? Had you been of his 


counfel, Fa would have rather wifhed him to look, into the Word of God, 
and fee there what he wastodo, And whenthere arofe a Debate, even in 


the eApoftles dayes, about the neceffity of Circumcifion, A&. 15. did they 


not aflemble the Church, and [o pronounce Sentence conciliariter, with a 


vifum eft Spiritui fancto & nobis ? 


BAPTIST. 


[tis here worth noting how you difpute beyond the due bounds 
of the Qwery, which, as it concerns you and us Bapti/ts, hath 


no relation to the Differences which arife in the Church, as fuch, and: 
indeed you go amifs in this matter throughout the whole Dif- 


not 


Here you feem‘to acknowledge, that the Church onght torule accord= 
ing to Scripture; but you will allow me to judge whether fhe do fo or. 


not. But I anfwer, that there is a Judgment of Science, as well as a 


me, nor any other Member of the Church, becaufe this Power lyet 


in the Church as imbodied toyether ; but the former, to wit, a Judg- 


‘ment of Science or Knowledge, is particular to each individual, and 


' fo my felf, if a Member of the Church,am allowed the exercife there. 


of, even in matters of Religion, 1 Cor. 10,15, J fpeak to wife men: 


judge ye what I fay. The Apoftle doth not here give,amy wife man 
at Corinth leave to judge of that which he faid, fo as to cenfure what. 
he had delivered, yet he muft exercife his underftanding to judge of 


what Paul had faid,thereby to find out the verity of what was {poken. 
But yet Ido confefs, that our cafe, and the cafe of Chriftians then,do 
differ : for Paul was. Foundation-layer, a Mafter-builder, (fo thar 
the Members might not fo well judge then, as now, yet) the Church 
nowis to build upon the Foundation which is laidalready : and you 


_ know that I have in my Rejoynder acknowledged, that it very nearly 
concerns particular Members of the Church, to have great regard to 


the Judgement of the Church, when, after ferious debate, they deliver 
their Sentence in any point difputable. And further (as touching 


- your Church) you'tell me anon, thateven a Heathen may judge of 


the 


veg 


— Judgment Authoritative ; the latter I know cannot be exercifed bY 
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the holinef of your Church, by the Law of Confcience ; and then,. 
why may he not by the fame Law judge your Church concerning her 
unholine(s ? nay verily, he muft be able to {peak both wayes, or elfe. 

he hath no Judgment. And if a Heathen have this priviledge and 
ability, then why not a man profefling Chriftianity, who hath not 

only the Confcience-Law, but alio the written Law of God,by which 

he underftands things more excellent, Rom. 2. From all this I only 
conclude, that each particular ought to have the free exercife of his 
Judgment in what he chufeth or refufeth, fith without this he cannot 

‘chute or refufe any thing with confidence, nor to his comfort. 

_ Afid concerning Controverfies in the Church, I donot fee that . 

(in thefe dayes) we are bound to follow the fentence of a multitude, 
(though affembled in Council) SO, as to. hold their Sentence abfo- 
futely infallible ; the promife. of infallibility is not made to a 
certain felect number * of Bithops, but to the Church, taken col- ~ The 
leGtively ; and We may remember that-a great Aflembly of Prophets A poftles 
in the:old Church, erred in Judgment with unanimous confent,when Aere 
yetthe Losd had one A4scatah at home which undesftood the truth ¢<cepted 
of his Will. Wherefore I here conclude, although the Members — 

of the Church oughit to weigh with great re{pect the things concluded 

of by their Paftors, yet fo may it be that they may fwerve from the : 
Truth, whilft God clears it up by fome particular rather than by fuch 
anAffembly. And to this agrees very well rg faying of Gerfon, If it Gerfon 
foould fo happen that there (honld be a G"neral ouncil affembled, exam.of 
which [uch a man were prefent as well i Frutted, If the greateft part 
flould decline through Malice or IGNO. 1NC &, tothe oppofition of 

the Gojpel, fucha L AY-Man may be objek, jd, againft the {aid General 
Council. -And faith Panormitan, In WHICH, (ONCERN Panor. 


FAITH, the of LA Y-Man to be preferred before that,chap. 
of the Popes | his faying be more probable by better, anthority of Scripture H30if. 
You often tell me, that to appeal to the Spirit fpeaking in the 
Scriptures, a fufficient Way to,decide, O.U R .Controver- 
fies, and:that becaufe-you may challengg them, to:be for &c. 
To which anfwer,; by, retorting-your ‘Argument thus,.:That which 
call the diving Voice of the Church, to Volumns of Fathers, 
and Decrees of Councils, is therefore infuficient to decide OUR 
Controverfies, becaufe your oppofites do fay, they are for them, and 
againft you: and now you muft.anfwer yourown Query, viz. Who 
mult take up this Qparrel? You anfwer, that we multexplicate them 
one by another ; the places which are ob{cure,, by {uch as are plain, png 
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then I fill ask you, why: we may not as well agree our felves this 
Way by the Volumns of the Prophets and Apoftles ? 

I thewed before, how you mifapply that Text, AZatth. 18. and 
though the cafe is fo plain, as that you cannot-defend your felf, yet 


you feem loth to decline your error, and would faften a very grofs 


paflage upon me ; namely, that I fhould fay, That the Church is xo 
Rule for thofe that are ont of ber Commumon, as not tobe alight for fuch 
' as grope inthe dark, Amanifeft wrong ; Ionly fay and prove, That 
thofe that are not of the Church, are not within the power of her 
Difcipline; nor can fhe reafonably defire unconverted ones to ap- 
peal to her Judgment-feat in Controverfies between them and‘her. 
And I asked you, If you would not fcorn us, if we fhould call up- 
on you toappeal untous as your Judges, Whether we, or you, be the 
Charch ? and not doubting but you would, I concluded, that iris 
equally abfurd for you, todefire us to lto you as our Judges. 


_ But you ey find it plain enough in my Papers, That I do believe the 


. Church SQ to be a Rule to the world, as to thew them the way of 

Life , and fo a good means for their Illumination “and Conver- 
 Asfor your three Texts, 1 Tim. 3. Dewt.17.8,9. Malachi 2. 7. 
As they do your caufe no good, fo they dominenoharm: I grant 


the Church is the pillar and ground of the Truth, and that fhe hath ~ 


‘Power to hear and determine all Controverfies among her Meme 
bers, as aforefaid ; and thatit is the duty of the. Members, to en- 
quire of their Paftors, what is the way of God concerning them : 
But what of all this? &rgo, The Papal Church of Rome is the only 
» afattible Judge, and Moderatrix of all Contention about Religion. 

Ergo, we muft all appeal to the Papal Church of Rome, as our Judge, 
inthis Queftion, Whether we be of the Church, or not 2? though we be 

mm doubt, Whether the her felt be a true Church, or not ? -yea, 

though we are fatisfied fheisnot. Are not thefe «Monftrous Confe- 


~~ Beit here obferved, That I do believe the Church of Chrift to 


_ bethe Pillatof Truth, fo, as that fhe was never fo over-clouded 
ith error, but that fhe hath enjoyed the fruition of that Promiie, 
Marth .16, in fome good meafure ever fince it was made: Nor fhall 
fhe everfo clofe with the gates of Hell, as by general confent, and 
full authority to differe that Faith, which having Chrift for its ob- 
je&, “is the Rock the is buile upon: and therefore you fee, I hold the 
~ Church cannoterr (in fome fenfe ) and indeed, he that holds the 
contrary, muft( forought I fee ) raze out that Promife, AZasth. 2 
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and many other. And yet nothing from all this accrues to the Papal 
Church of Rome. 

I alledged Stephen, as defending the Truth by the authority of 


Scripture Only, Gc. Norcanit be groundedly imagined, that (had 


it been the mind of God, that {uch as are not of the Church, fhould be 
fummoned to her Tribunal ) Stephen ( being fullof the holy Spirit, 


the leader into all truth ) would have omitted the ufe of that means, 


but he knew that fuch authority the Church had none, as I fhewed 
from 1 Cor.5. What have I to do to judge themthat are without 2 do not 
ye alfo judge thems that are within? And therefore he could not men- 
tion any {uch power. And though Srephex did many wonders among 
the People, Oe at this time when he-fo powerfully vanquifhed his 
adverfaries, he did none at all, but only overcame them by the af- 
fiftance of the Spirit {peaking in the Scripture, @&c, I defired you to 
fhew me dat ove Inftance, where ever any of the Primitive Saints 
did appeal tothe Church, of which they were prefent Members, as 
Judge between them and fuch as never received their Doétrine: 

ut you have not done it, norindeed can itbe done. As I thewed, 
that Stephen appealed to Scripture ON LY, ec. fo I alfo thewed, 
That it was the way of Chrift and his Apoftles, frequently to vindi- * 
cate their Doctrine againft (uch as were not of their Charch, by appeal- 
ing to the Scriptue ( efpecially amongit fuch as owned the Scripture) 
this you confefs; amd alfo you'tell me, that your Church doth the 
fame: Bur this cannot be true of AZ your Dogtrine, becaufe you 
have told me, That many Points of your Faith are refolved without the 
written Word of Ged ;' or elfe you never anfwered my firlt Antiquery, 


which demandeth, What Controverfie in Religion you can relolve 


without the written Word of God? And in your Anfwer you af- 
figned, The Proceffion of the Holy Ghoft from the Father and the 
Son, Sabbath, Infant-Baptifm, and MANY OTHER POINTS 
OF FAITH; and I fhall thew anon, that we have it pro confeffo, 
from your Champions, that there be fome Points of your Faith, 
which isnot GROUNDED UPON, nor MENTIONED IN the 
SCRIPTURES; and therefore your Church cannot vindicate fuch 

Points of her Faith and Doétrine Scripture, 


Although Chrift fent Pas to eAnamas for inftruGtion, yet it fol- 
loweth net, thar we muft take Romes in{tructions without Scripture. 
Is there no difference between the time that now is, and then was ? 
Much of ‘the Scripture’ (if not all the New Teftament ) was then 
unwsitten.’ Again, Avantias was immediatly fent of God. If you 

pa are 


20 The Baptift againft the Papift. — 
are fofent, prove it to us, as Azamas did, by fhewing the Miracle of 
reftoring Paul's fight. If you are net fofent, to What purpofe do you 
alledge this Text? I believe I might form you a menfirous Confequence 

You that will not truft the Churches Fudgment, lay down four wayes o 
refoluing Doubts; The To argueitouc ull Truth prevail. Bur if 
we muft argue only out of Scripture, and be our.own of it, 
there can be no end of arguing, asI have often fhewed, The fecond, To 
appeal to God as the two Tribes did, Fofh.22, A rare way to end Con- 
_troverfies, to look, for Miracles in our Difputes. The thsrd,To appeal to 
Scripture, and sight Reafon: Bat if I challenge them to be on my fide, 
who muft take wpthe difference ? The fourth, Tocaft Lots, But though 
the Apoftles did it, who certainly were infpired tado fo, yet muft not we 
pre{ume to tempt God, or to look, for the like Miracles, or to build our 
Faith upon {uch doubtful events. 

 -¥ow here wrong us, tofay, that we will not-truft ithe Judgment of 
the Church ; for the Church, truly and univerfally taken, we do cre- 
dit, as her that is appointed of the Father, *to be the Pillar and 
- Ground of the Truth; of which Church, we take the Prophets 
_ and Apoltles to be the principal Members, and-fo in all Points of 

Faith, to be credited in the firft place. Butif by Church, you mean 
the Papal Church of Rome, I confefs we dare not trufther Judge- — 
ment, at leaft, notin all that the faith. for exampléthefefollow- 
ing: Your Churchtellsus; That itis notn uffor the Scrip- 
tures toberead to, orby the Laity, in a tongue which they under- 
ftand : and that though they Pray ( after another ) in Latine, though 
athey underftand not what they fay, yet fuch!prayer is fufficienr, 
Rhem, Taft; Annor.in 1 Corimbians, 2, Your Church tells us, That 
the Sacrifice of- your Maile, is available to take away, or obtain re- 
miflion.of fins by the work wrought. Con. Trident, Sef. 22, That the 
whole; Mafleis a propitiatory Sacrifice for the quick anddead ; and 
, Whofo faith, it is only a commemoration of Chiift’s Death, exc. is 
accurfed. Cow. Trent.» 3. Your Church holds, That fuch as deny 
that the real Flefh and Blood of Chrift, isin the Bread and Wine of 
the Sacrament, ought to be burnt to death. 4. Your Church holds, 
_ and tellsjus, That Images, and old clothes of Saints,,ought to be wor- 
‘fhipped.wich religious Worthip. - 5,; That-meniare AS FULLY 
JeGified by good Works, AS THEY ARE DAMNED BY 
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The Baptiff againft the Papift. 
-evil Works. 6, That it is unlawfuljfor Minifters of Chrift to 
Marry. 7. That the Scripture doth not contain all things neceflary — 
to Salvation. Toomit many other, théfe are Points of your Chur- 
ches Judgment, which we dare not truft, till by you, or fome ‘other, 


proved to be Truths. | 


I affigned the ufe of Lots as lawful in fome doubtful cafes to end 
‘Controverfies, and for proof, I quoted Aés 7; and.this you will not 


allow for two Reafons. 1. Becaufe (you fay ) the Apoftles were 
infpired to ufe them; but were it fo (as that you cannot prove ) yet 


it cannot be denied, but we may do fome things which they were in- 
{pired to do : for the Holy Ghoft was tolead them into all Truth,and 
they were to lead us into the fame Truth) by their Example and Do- 
Ctrine, foh,16,13, 1 Cor, 11,1, 2, be ithere obferved, Thac 
the Holy Ghoft led thofe, our Teacher¢, to ordain the Miniftry | by, 


Prayer, and laying on of Hands, Ads 


of theirs, is a good prefident to a& 
practice is not exprefly commanded 1 


ufe of Lots in the election of Mini 


6 ind Ads 13, whichpractice 
; a prefident I fay ;.for this 
ripture, no more.than the 


If it here ‘be objected, 


That Chrift might give /aying on of hands in Precept when he. was svith 
his Apoftles.. I Anfwer, So alfo might he give them the other to be 
‘ufed, when there might be perfons found of feemingly equal fitnefs 
to ferve the Chugeh, 2. You reckon the ufe of Lots, Afts 1. a- 
mongft Miracles, as your other Reafon, why we may not ufe themrto 
decide any Controverfie; but why you fhould fo do, I fee mo more 
reafon, than to fay fof/b. 22. mention’d any Miracles towards the 
compofure of the difference between the uwvo Tribes, and J/rael; 
where intruth no fuch thing can be found, though you feem to af- 


PAP LST. ; 


In my P aes I took, notice how you us to Heaven for Miracles, 
4 


to take up our 


arrels after the Example of Mofes, whofe caufe was 


cleared that way : Here you deny you browght inthe Inftance of Moles to 
this purpofe, which, how true it 1, every one that can reade muft needs 
fee. Fons are notthe[e your words? But you fay, Reafon is on my 
fide, oc. and demand by,whom we muft be tryed, who muft take up 


the quarrel? . } anf{w. Even the fame 
that cook up quarrels of this nature 
in times palt, Exod,7, crc. Do you not 


tell us plainly, That God muft take. 


wp our guarrels* AS be did thofe o 


following, 


* Note, there is not the word AS in 
my words, only I fay the fame,that is, 


God mufi take up our quarrels ; and how 


f that muft be, is fhewedin my Anfwer 
Mofes? truly otherwife might 


(as 
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(as you forclaw ) very poffibly tell you, that your Allegation was nothing to 
the Oucftion , Who muft takeup the quarrel ? pretty to fee what 
you make of it, and then bow you digref, to rail at our Bapti{m and 
Paftours ; J fay, rail: for you bring uo proof at all. 


i faid enough to fatisfie any reafonable man, that it doth net 
follow from my alledging &xod.7. that I fend you, or any body elfe, | 
Heaven for Miracles to decide our Controverfies. For at the firft | 


I thewed, that inthe cafe of Adofes there was Miracle againft Mi- 
racle ; only God gaveanote of diftinétion between thofe figns, in- 
fomuch as the Serpent that came of Mofes Rod devoured the other : 
‘from whence I only noted, That it’s God’s way to give fome power- 
ful note of diftinétion, between the Witnefs of his Servants, and 
 Deceivers. And now, is not this my Obfervation very pertinent 
toourcafe? Youfay, you are theChurch. We fay, we are the 
(Chorch. Here is Teftimony againft Teftimony, as there was 
‘Miracle againft Miracle ; and if the Lord do not now give fome 
powerful note of: diftin&ign between our Doftrine and yours, con- 
‘cerning the Church, as he did between Stephen's and the Alexandri- - 
ans, 1 pray, who mult take up the quarrel between 2S? Is it fit 
“thar you fhould be Judge in your own cafe here? If fo, why may not 
«we? If the Councils and Fathers were of the Papal Church, then 
tis not any more reafonable that you fhould fummon us to their Ar- | 
-cbitriment, than itis for us to fummon you to the Judgment of our 
Predecefiors ; but foraf{much as you and we are agreed, that the Pro- 
 -~phetsand Apoftles were infallibly affifted to write the Mind of God 
_ for us to obferve ; therefore it’s moft reafonable that we fhould both 
appeal tothem. If you objed,: the Prophets, Gc. are not alive to 
- dncerpret their Writings, and that our difference is about the fenfe 
‘thereof; “I An{wer, This objection is every way as forceable againft 
the Decrees of Councils, and Volumns of Fathers ; for their Wri- 
‘tings muft be interpreted, expounded, cc. .and-we differ about the 
Meaning of them. Secondly, the way you affign us to'agree them, 
ds to. confult them fogether, dc. Now I would know, why we may 
‘not be allowed this way tofeek out the meaning of the Prophets and ES 
2°. In a word, there isnot one Objection which yet have 
metwich, levelled again(t our appealing. to holy Scripture, as 
_ te the onmbyinfallible means to decide all Controverfies between YOU 
burthe fame objections more forceable againtt all that 
you appeal to, for decifion of the faidControverfies. 
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PAPIST. 
You except agasnft our Miracles, becaufe we bring them te prove our 
Church by; but if it appear as st doth, that God works Miracles upon 
thofe that aétually ca upon hu Bleffed Mother, and hes other Saints, or 
whilft they are performmng fome of owr Religious prattices, which you abhor, 
1s st nat an argument that God approves them ?.-It ts God then, and not 
we,that brings Muracles to prove our Church, | 


BAPTIST. 


You will fill have your Miracles to be aninfallible mark of: the 
truth of your Church, efpecially thofe of the Blefled Virgin ( you 
mean the Image fo called at Loreto) ot as you phrafed it in your third - 
Paper, The Lady of Loreto. But let me tell you;, that theré is {mall 
caufe you fhould refer me to what is done there,as an infallible mark’ 
that your Church is the Church of Chrift. For by the relation of 
two eye-witnefles, which I have read, it is a place of molt grofs 
Idolatry, blind devotion, and deceit. One of which Authorspwas 
once a Teacher of your Church, who, before his feparation from’ 
you, travelled to Lereto,to fee if the Jmmage of the Virgin would inforny 
him of the truth or falfhood of the Roman Church, asit is now con-. 
ftituted ; for he was doubrful in this matter, and had been informed, : 
that if any perfon were guilty of Mortal fin (which if the Papal 

Church be the Church of Chrift, he concluded he mult needs be 
ouilty of, in queitioning her, at leaftin the Judgmentof the Fryers, _ 
who waited there upon that /mage ) he had. been informed { I fay } 

- that if fuch as were guilty of Mortal fin, did but pray before the Lady - 
of Loreto, the faid Jmage would either blufh, or fall intoaf{weat, 
and fo refolve the Petitioner in the affirmative. But if we may be- 


23. 


lieverthe Lady of Loreto, and this Juformant, thenit is no Mortal 


fin to think, that the Papal Church isnot the Church of Chrift: For 
this doubtful man prayed earneftly, and beheld the Lady as ftedfaft- 
ly, but no fweat nor change befel her at all, Therefore, according 
to the Fiyerstule, it is rio Mortal fin: to think the Papal Church of 
Rome is not the Church of Chrift. 
But this one thing is efpecially obfervable here, That whereas you 
would perfwade your felf, and others, that I fend mento Heaven 
for Miracles to decide Controverfies ; it is mamfef{t that you are the 
man that is herein guilty : For the Controverfie is, Whether the Pa- 
pal: Church of Rome, be the Church of Chrif You affirm; I deny. 
To decide this. Controverfie, you refer me to Miracles, as the 
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fpecial means, or chief mark, whereby I may be refolved in this 
Matter, asis evident in this, and your two former Papers; So that 
what you would caft upon me, falls clearly upon your felf, fave that, 
inftead of fending me to Heaven, you fend me to Loreto, a 
In my Rejoynder I urged, that of neceffity the Scripture muft decide 
all our Controverfies, as aforefaid ; becaufe, as things now ftand, the Word 
(or Scripture) 1s antecedent totheChurch, {0 that ina{much as it im- 
pofftble to find the Church without the Scripture, it [uppofes clearly that 
the Scripture muft be found before the Church: and if the Scripture 
must of neceffity refolve thu great Controverfie about the Church, st con- 
fequently followeth that they must refolve all Controverfies ; becaufe ‘all 
Religious Controverfies are involved inthis one general Query, Where is, 
and who are the Church? |. , 
Something here, which the Adverfary doth further write, is omit+ 
ted, becaule ic may be more fitly taken notice of afterward, 


Lhad reafonto take notice of your general faying, that the Word was 
tecedent to Faith and the Church, fincethere was a Church, and confe- 
quently before the Scripture was written, Now it feems you meant, 
not the Scripture by the Word, but I know not what Word, which was afs 
terward committed to writing. ‘It paft my underftanding what Word you. 
for fince st cannot be Verbum Scriptum before st be written, Jt muft . 
either be Veibum Traditum, and J {uppofe you will. not. allew that ; or 
Verbum Dei Patris ; and that cannot be the Word you freak of, 45 com- 


mitted to writing. 
__, By that Word which was antecedent to Faith andthe Church,as it ~~ 
gelates to the Church. under the Patriarchs, cc. I mean the Word 
Heb. which God. fpake to them, and by them, at fundry times, and in di- 
x. ‘vers manners. And if you take thatterm Word | to relate tothe 
Church of Chriftinits plantation, then I {peak partly of the written 


* Not Wordof God, and partly of that which was.(at that ume)-only fpo- 


denying ken by word of mouth, by Chrift'and ‘his faichful Stewards arid.if 
Chriff to you will call this part of the word, Verbum Traditum I fay; that is 

be ber the Wordl {peak of. And I doalfo fay,-this Word was afterward 
+ foundati committed to writing ; which Word, together with the former, I 
on in the mean that of the Prophets, is thatwhereon the Church (as now con- 
main. fidered ) is founded”, by which fhe muft. be known. .,Andin this 
Eph, 2, fenfe, I fay, the holy Scripture is now antecedent to the Church, 
pre therefore well fpake that Learned perfon, Chryfostom, he 
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forewarned the fons of men, that if they took heed to anything, in Chrifoft- 


order to their knowing the Church (in the latter times) befide Scrip- Hom. in 
ture, they would fall headlo | 


ng inco the Abomination which maketh Mat.24 


defolate, and not be able to know the true Church, 


BAPTIST. PAPIST. 
| SSror; ic meet here to give the Nee mare you offer to jufti- 
Reader fome account of my | \_S {fie your Confequences drawn 


Judgment of thefe five Texts, which 
I brought to juftifie my Anfwer to 
the firlt Onery; which,with my 
fwer, Was as tolloweth, 
Qu. Whether we are to refolve all 
Differences in past of Religion, only 
ont of the written Word of God? 
An{w. The Spirit {peaking in the 


Scripture, together with right Rea- | 


fon as truely fubfervient, is that, 


whereby we are to refolve all Diffe-. 


rences, &c. For proof I cited, 
8,20. 1 Tim. 6. 3, 1 Foh. 4. 6. 
2 Job.9, 19. 2Theff. 3. 2. where. 
note, that under the terme, ought 
not to be underftood, any perfon but 
the 8 on the one part, and the 


ont of the five Texts, But I ask, 
once more, To what purpofe did 
you bring them ? was it not to 
prove what you bad {aid in your 
An{wer to-my Query, That the 
Scripture, fo we took, right Rea- 
fon along with us, was [ufficsent 
to refolve all Controverfies in 
matters of Faith? No rational 
man can reade your first. Paper. 
bat think fo ; and indeed, 

otherwife you noust have brought 
them to prove fomething that was 
not under debate, which had been 
impertinent. Must not that very. 
Affertion of yours. be. the Confem 


quence to thefe five Texts 2-and 


Baptiffs on the other, who dodeny  then,have I not reafon to cry.omt, 
each other to be the Church of {that there never appeared. {uch 
Chrift, | Monftrons Confequences ? But, 


_ Now that the Church is to defend 


her felf againft all thar come to fpoil 


her of her Church-ftate., by the 
Scripture onely (as that which in- 
cludes her whole {trength ) is that 
which I brought thefe Texts to 
prove. 
And firft for that.place, J/a.8,20. 
-The Prophet forefeeing a Judgment 
coming upon Jfrael, even fuch, as 


God would hide himfelf from them; : 
and the Law: and Teftimony 


to avoid this inconvenience you 
fall into the other, .and will have 
fome of your Texts brought to 
prove certain Prepofitions, which 
| 70% had not mentioned in your 
Aniwer.... Howfaever, us 
now {ee what yan make of them, 
Ifa;3.20. God's People are com-~ 
manded.to have recourfe rather 
to the Law, crc. than to [upere 
Oracles, Ad Legem ma- 


gis, &c. And they have a fig 


~ 
a 
- 
4 


The Baptift againft the Papift. | 
 pedike a Book bound and fealed giventhem to convince fuch O 
& x7. compared’with ch. | raoles of fallhood, if they fpeak not 
29. 11,12, The'Prophet likewifle | accordrag- to rhe Word or Pio-’ 
forefeeing, that when God fhould | phefie of Ifaiah.. This u& the 
hide his face, I/rael svould enquite of | clear fenfe Mi that place, out of 
Witards, and {uch as {poke from fa- | which you draw this ftrange con- | 
miliar Sanldid,when un- | fequence. Etgo, the Scripture, 
derthe like-judgment, as 1 Sam.28. | Gc. isto refolve all matters of 
6,7,8.) wherefore the Prophet,that } Faith. A ftrange Confequence,. 
he might watn the remnant of faith- | J fay, as will appear, if we turz 
ful ones, whom he forefaw would be | your Enuthymeme inte a Syllo- 

as wonders amongtt the'reft, com- gifm, thus: is to be 
mands'them, as fromrthe Lord, that | bad rather to the Law ; thax 
WHEN men fhould fay'unto them, | to falfe Oracles , whofe falfe- 
Seek unto fuch as have familiar fpi- | b00d appears, if they fpeak not’ 
rits, ec. togo tothe LAW, as be- | according to the Word or Prophe- 
ing thetrway to go to. God himfelf; | cy of ‘Ifaiah, Bur if this be fo, 
faith he, \Showld not a People (eek. the Sctipmures, &c. are to re- 
unterbeir God ? To'the LAW, cc. | folve all poims of Faith. Ergo, | 


‘that by that they | 8c. What a prodigious minor 
fhould know Deceivers ; for, faith | ave we here How doth it 
hep they (peak not wecording'to This | follow, that becaufe Word 

Worl; (the Law) there no light in| 1 t0 be more credited than 

them? So) chat T infer thus much, ‘'perftittoas Oracles ; or, that {ach 
that when fuch as are enemies to the Oracles are not to be credited, 
Church come to invade the Saints | when th againf? God's 

with theirdeceit, the’only infallible) Word “Therefore the Scrip- 
way to kfioW them to'be Deceivers, | tres, to refolve all 
of God's Lawand Te- | points of Faith. I kiow you } 

know that the | have not the werd rather in your 

Teffimiony orftanding Oracte,befide | Exglifh Tranflation as webave 
the writtenLaw-And theChurch now | 1» ours, ‘but the clear fenfe of the 
hath the new Teftimony open in the | place bears asmuch, 
Church befide the Law & ophets ; 

. Sthereunto,t fay,che Church 'ts only | 
to apply her (elf, as aforefaid, to find Tim.6, 3. faith, they are 
out the décei¢t of thofe who would | promd*thar teach contrary tothe 
robher of that inheritance, which | Dottrine of Chrifl. Ergo, you 

_ fhe holdeth ‘by the deeds of God's | infer ‘that the Scripture w to 

Liw, and Promifes:, contained in | judge ‘whofe is of pride. 


. 
4 


Rule, the knows thofe tobe 
Ayars, who fay ney are the ‘Church, 


not to whol{om words, even the words 


‘our Lord Fe{ns Chrift, and the Dottrine 
about quefti ons, Oe. 


of God, hearéth-not ws, Hereby 


thing which they can ae prove } 


BAPTIST. 


Scripture bythefe, as the ox/y 


and are. net. 
‘And to this acrees the next three 


Scriptures, the very reading where. | 


of theweth, that when the ( Contro— 


verfie is between the Church and } judge 


The Baptif ayainft the Papift. 27 


| Thas 


PAPIST, 
+ 45 mad a conclufion as the 
; for when there is no clear 
Text of Scripture for either fide, 
ab it often happens’, or Scripture 
| browght on both fides How can 
the Scripture jud ge whether 
ty be proud ? or, how can st be 


of its own fenfe, whenit ts 


fuch as pretend falfly to that Title, | alledged on both fides, who both 


‘the onely infallible means to refel 
them, iS, the 5 port 
ture, 


For faith the firlt of 


pretend to have the Spirit and 


John. 4. 6, Thofe the beer 


If any man teach otherwife,and confent | 


that % according to Gedlinefi, | 
proud , knowing nothing, but doting 


Thus faith: the fecond , He that 
-knoweth God, heareth us : the that 2B 


‘kuow ‘we the of Trath, and the 


of nor’ have 


A 


Hes, ave not of God, . 
‘Spirit. “Ergo fay 

yon, the: ‘Scripture vefolves who 
ave religious Doth st follow out 


of thie Text, that when parties 


| contend, that they hear the A- 


postles rhe can refolve 
the di ference, and pronounce whe 


The third faith thus,’ whofe tranf~ | 


grefleth, and abideth not inthe Dottrin 
Christ, hath not God. He that a- | 
ideth in the Doftvine of Chreft, hath 


‘ta John 9. 10, Gives Fadge- | 
ment againft thofe that follow not 
$ Doflrine,. Tom infer et- 
2 muf.try 
ther bring thes Dotlrine, 


both the Father andthe Son. If there | ‘Strange for unlef your 


‘come any unto you, and bring not this. 
Doktrine , receive him mot into your. 


Text proved that the Scripture 


containes all Dottrine, 


neither Wid bim Goil-fpeed. which doth not, your Confe~ 


‘From thefe' Texts a 


that} 
unitefs. the Papifts can produce fomesy 


be Chritt’s Dottrine, befide what! 
ig contained ‘in holySeriptute of} 
that the, Apoltfes: ‘may be ‘heard as 
infallibly by forne-déther means,’ as | 


heff, 3.2. yon fay preves, 
Reafon [ome wayes nece{-— 
| fary- decide Comtroverfies im 
Religion, I will not examine 
the goodne® of this Confequence, 


by the holy Sciiptnre ; ‘or, that ‘the’ 
Saints 


but Lam {ure you need not have 
| brought — 


| 
| 
| 
| 


28 he againft the Pap ft. 
Saints received fome Doétrine for|brought Scripture to have pro- 
‘Chrifts, that is not contained in the| ved manifef? a Truth, which 
I fay, unlefs they can in- | cannot be demed by any, but {uch 
_fallibly fhew fomething of this na-|as pretend to have fo much of 
ture,my Anfwer is good, Butif they Spirit, that me-thinks they 
Gan produce any other thing of fuch|/bomld bave little need of the ufe 
authority, .then I acknowledge my |of Reafon, 
Anfwer to be deficient.’ Howbeit,| 
ifanyman,ortheChurchherfelf,do 
decide a Controverfie, by infifting upon the Scripture, this is no more 
than my Anfwer included ; for I donot imagine that the Church 
muft not pronounce what is contained in the Scripture : but if fhe 
hath power tofpeak as from the Lord (in thefe dayes) when yet 
the Scripture faith no fuch thing, then I profefs. my felf {hort of un- 
derftanding the power of the Church. 
2 made ufe of this Text thus far,that in Religious 
_ @ontroverfies the Apoftle gives Reafon her place, and therefore de- 
fired to be delivered from unfeafonable men. 


. Concerning my five Texts, and what ‘I infer thence, need not 
{peak mach here ; yet it is worthy obferving how. apparantly you 
mifs the clear fenfe of J/s, 8.20, whilft you reftrain the relatives 
{this word] .to.the Word or Prophecy of J/asah, whereas.it is as clear 
as the Sun.at noon, that they ought to be referr’d to the Law and 
Teftimony; for thus/ read, To the Law and tothe Testimony, if they 
ak not according to This Word. Having thus mified the fence of rhe 
Text, then in all that you fay further, you.difcover a taunting {pirit, 
endeavouring to befpatcer me with what dirt comes next to hand. , 
'» [didnot quote any one of the five Texts, as taking it fingly to — 

prove.the whole Affertion ; and therefore you did injure my under- 
Randing, to argue from them apart, as brought to prove the whole 
Pofitton; but brought to prove fiich Propofitions, as being 
laid together, do amount tofo much as my Affertion (as I explicate 
it) doth comtain.. For, the fit fowr Texts do all of them thew, how 
God’s People ought to try and defend themfelves againft fuchhas-op- 
pofe the Charch and.Truth of God , as.,J,fhewed in my. Rejopnder : 
andche fifth, gives Reafon, her: place in Religious Contefts. Bur 
there is notone of the Areuments which 1 from five 

tations, but you deprave and abufe it, by both adding terms of your 


- 


| 
| 
| 
> 
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4ngis too bad forafober Difputant, 


The Baptift again the Pap. 


own, and omitting mine; yea, fometimes whole fentences: and 
when you have fodone, you flout at the Gonclufions, Which deal- 


It were a very eafie thing to rurn all your Objeétions here againkt 


the Scripture as infufficient to refolve’ differences in Religion, 


upon the Church as therefore infufficient to refolve them. For, 
whereas youfay, That when both Parties pretend to have Scripture 
and Reafon on their fides, then the Scripture cannot decide the 
Controverfie ; Might not I as well fay, when both parties pretend 
to have the Church on their fide (as thac’$ the cafe between us) the 
Church then cannot decide our difference : ? 

Again, where you feem to-fay, that when both parties contending, 
do fay they hear the Apoftles, that then the Apoftles cannot (as they 
{peak in the Scriptures ) decide the Controverfie : Hath not this the 
fame force againft the Church , when both parties contend they hear 


the Church ? See how ‘pe can defend yourfelf, and I doubt not bur 


therein you will defend my Arguments for the Scripture. 7 
And becaufe you do cry up the Fathers, crc. for fo.clear a way to 


~ decide all our Controverties, I will therefore thew you, that they 


do clearly avouch the Anfwer which I have given to this your firlt 

Query, as will evidently appear to the impartial Reader of the feve- ~ 

ral Quotations. which I have before alledged, and which do here 


follow. 


. 


Ayouched fufficient by the Sentence of divers Do c- 
TORS, both Antient and. Modern, 


} Hether of us be Schifmaticks ? ask not me, I Ang 
as will not ask you. Let Chrift beasked, that he 
#% may fhew us his Church. J 


eAhuguftine faith, Let the Scriptures judge; let Chrift judge ; let 


the Apoftles judge. Yea, it is confefled by the Papifts, that Aug. 


Th 


«thee. 85 
Neither muft I alledge the Nicene-Council Aug. 
nor you the-e4rimi. I am neither bound to.the one, nor youstothe 
other; ler the matrer be tryed by the Scriprure: 
1.3.¢.14 


Optatus, and Bafil, fummoned their Adverfaries to the arbitrimenc S. N, 
of holy Scriptures, and did alfow the fufficiency of boly Scripture 
decide the Controverfies depending between them. 


| 
| 


Math. ty, but from the time that 


(The Bapeift against the Papift, 
ft. Intime'palt, faith Chryfeftome, there were many wayes to know 
Hom, in the Church of Chrift, (or, ) by Life, by Miracles, by Chafti- 
erefies did take hold of the Church, 
LS’ ONLY knownby the Scripture,which is the true Church. 
- Again, he faith, The Lord then knowing that fo great contufion 
~ would come in the latter dayes, therefore willed the Chriftians that 
would ‘take to the furenefs of true Faith, to have refuge to nothing 
but cothe Scripture ; otherwife, faith he, if they regard other things 
they fhall perith, not: underftanding what the true Churchis.. 
| Thus my Anfwer,is avouched vood, as it refpedts the means to 
‘decide the differences which are about the Church, Next, hear what 
they fay touching fuch differences as are in the Church. ] 
Tren.\.3. Tren, VE there be any difagreement rifen up among Chriftians 
cap.4. concerning Controverfies in’Religion, what better courfe is thereto 
» be taken, than to have our recourfe into the Moft antient Churches, 
a | which muft needs be thofe planted by the Apoftles, confidering the 
time when he lived | and to teceive from thence, what thall be cer- 
tain and manifelt. 

Auguftine. Becaufe the Scripture cannot deceive, wholo feareth 
tobe mifled in the obfcurity of this‘Queftion, let him ask. 
SEL of that Chur which the Without 
ambiguity pointeth 

onftantine Mag. “There are the Golpel, the Prop hets. and AL 
pottles, which do cehch us what tohold in Religion ; whendfor 
pelling all hoftile and bitter contention, let us Y feek the Solution of 
thefe Queftions out of the Scriptures. , Thus fpake this famous Em- 
sror in athe Council of Nice, at what sime the like to 


I given an impartial of what hath 
tween the Popifh, Querift and my Se/f, in our 
(which contains the {um of what paffed in the other ) as 
 Miiemetien about the Judge of Controverfies.. And now, for fur 
ther fansfaction, That tbe “Seti ture, as aforefaid, ought tobe’ ad- 
+ micted:the high Prerogative of udge in our Dzbates ; confider, that 
neceffity it muft befo. My teafon becaufe either the Scripture, 
_ © orfome other Writings,mutt be our Judge, efpecially in this impor- 
tangQuetion, WHICH 15 “ME CHURCH? 


a” when we contend about her, itis very any party 
contending 


* 


| 
4 
4 
7 
* 


The Baprif? against the Papft... 
contending for that title, fhould be permitted to give Judgment in. 
their owncaufe: . As for example, The prefent Aflembly of Papifts 
fay, That they are the truz Church: and the prefent Aflemblies of 
Baptifts {ays That they are the true Church, 1s it fit that either party 
contending, fhould:here give Judgment deciflive ? What then mult. 
, we do? why of neceffity We mult to fome Writings, whereby to be de- 
cided or agreed in this Controverfie. Thefe Writings muft be ei- 
ther the Scriptures, or fome other; but no other can compare. 
| thofe, fo that they do deferve this Prerogative better than any. 
The Papiffs ordinary way in this difficulty, is to tell us, that we 
| muft here be tryed by the Tradition of our Fore-fathers;in which they | 
fay, wecannot be decesved: which Tradition, they fay, is the only. Ajthor 
thing that #6 ungqucfionable, and needs no other ground to but 7, Ou. 

| at felf, Amd-againft the Scripture’s being received, upon its own evi- 

| dence,orauthority, they ufually do thus obje&t, that before wecanre-, 
| ceive what it teach:th, we muft be affured of its truth, And again, T. B. 
i they fayynthe Scripture may not be the Fudge of Controverfie, becaufe it, End to 
tranflated, 1h interpreted, not rightly underfiood, Contre. 
hy other hike objections, they ufually in Writings, 
Scriptures certainty, authority, and fufhiciency, that, 
fo of their Traditions, ~ might. 
But be ferioufly confidered,. whether thefe ObjeRions have 


not forceyagainit what they upon, which they have a- | 

gaint Scripture Firlt then, whereas they tell us, the 

teach ws any thing, till we-be afjured of itstruth: Doth 

not againft any other thing as {trongly ? Ought we not | 

to be efitited of the truth of the Church before we receive her do- 
cument#g. Ought we not to be affured of the truth of that Tradition ' 


which we-teceive for the Rule of our Faith But: how muft we be | 
aflurediof the truthof the Papal Church, and Tradition? “Thereis | 
a Man living, that can remember when either began, and fo a- 

| 


vouch its beginning to be of divineJxffitution, and the continnance 
of the fame ever fince its beginning, to have been without any cor- 
ruption: What then muft we do? Why we muftfearch Romes Re- 
cords. And thenI ask, are they not as queltonable, and liable to 
mif-interpretations, as eafily mif-underftood as the Records of 
God > What is now become of thefe Objections, the force 
whereof. is evidently againft the Papal Church and her Traditions, of 
the truth whereof we muft be aflured BEF OR Ewe can be tanght 
by either of them. ive | 


fay. 


‘ 
i 


> 


> 


The Baptift againft the Papi(t. 


‘I fay again, Thereis not aman of all the Papiffs that can evidence 
Rome to have been a Church two hundred years ago, and then much 


lefs one thoufand fix hundred years ago. So that OF NECESSITY 

_ We muft to the Writings of fome men ( whom we never faw write 

“one word ) to find the Church. And then J would know why we » 

a rie not make enquiry at the Pen of Pas/, what the Church was at 
{t, 


and whatit ought to be now, as well as at the Pen of Anguftine. 


- Cannorthe Pen of Peter the Apoftle give us as good information in 
this matcer, as the Pen of any Pope, pretending to be his Succeffor? ~ 
 Y€ the Papiffs anfwer, That we know not the Pen of Peter or Paul: 
We anfwer, as well as they know the Pen of Auguftine or Gregory. If 


they fay Pasl’s Writings may be corrupted, and muft be interpreted, | 


may be mif-underftood. J returnthe fame Anfwer of all other 
Books whatfoever; yea,thofe which contains Romes Tradition. See 
therefore what is gained by devifiug objections again(ft the authority 


or certainty of the holy Scriptures. Such doings do only tend to the 
_ deftruStion of all Faith, making every thing doubrful, and the 


effe&t is the ufheringin of all uncleannefs on the one hand, or if 


~-menmifs this fnare, they are-catched in another, wz, to walk at 
random as their own, or other mens fancy leads them. Thisis evi- 


dent by what we have feen in the Ranters on the one hand, and the 
Papifts and Quakers onthe other, 

et us trace this matter a littlefurther, thus. The Papi:ffs Tradi- 
tions ( moft, if not all of which, have been committedto Writing 
feveral hundreds of years ago ) mult {peak for themfelves, are un- 
queftionable of themfelves, muft challenge no ground but them. 


 felves to ftand upon : But the facred Scripture which hath efpecial 


Promifefrom God for its prefervation, P/a/,12, mu(t have none of 


thefe high priviledges allowed it; Is not this a moft peccant Affer- 
tion? Again, Perer and be no Judges of Controverfies 


in Religion, as they {peak to us in their Epiftles ; but the Popes of 
Rome, dead long ago, and nowonly {peak in their Writings, yet 
they muft be our infallible Judges in thefe Controverfies. The great 
Council of Apoftles, Elders, and Brethren, Aéts 15. can be'no 
Judge of any Controverfie, though their Decrees are yet extant a- 
mongus; but the Council of 7reat, who only {peak in their De- 
crees, mult be our Judge, and that fo as from their Judgments no ap 

peal can be admitted. The Apoftolical Council fends forth their 


Decrees in the’ Name of the holy Ghoft,. and themfelves ; and in 

_  thofe their Decrees, they prohibit the eating of blood, and ftraneled 
things, ce, But the Papal Councils will fend fosth a Decree direetly 


| 
Ba 
q 
4 
1 
| 


ded, 
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eppofite to this, and yet fign’d with thefe powerful words; Vifums 


eft Spiritus Santto & nobis. If we appeal in this matter to the Apo. 


ttolical Council, they may not be permitted to pronounce a Sen- 
tence decillive. Butrfrom the fentence of the Papal Council we 


‘Muft inno wife appeal. Can any thing be faid more unworthily>? 
 Thusthen, Firlt, the godly Reader may perceive, That whether 


he be able to an{werall the cunning Objeétions that men, by reafon 
of the long experience they have had in the wayes of deceit, have 
foundout; yet hehathan Argumentof NECESSITY where- 
wich to oppofe their fubtilty. And, Secondly, he hath the advan- 
tage of all their own objections, againft themfelves; yea, againit 
their Church, Tradition,and all that they ftand upon.Being feafonably 
retorted upon them. - Wherefore I fhall conclude with the Pfalmuft’s 
words, Pfal, 64. 5,6, 7, 8, 9. 


~ They encourage themfelves in an evil matter : théy comiaune of laying 
{nares privily; they fay, Who {hall fee them ? 


They fearch out iniquities, they accompli{h a dili gent [earch : the 
inward thoughts of every one of them, and the heart 1 deep, | 


But God (hall (hoot at them with an arrow, {uddenly {hall they be wonn- 


Sothey hall make their own tongues to fall upon themfelves: albthat fee 
them, {hall flee away. 


And all men hall fear, and (hall declare the work, of God : for they (hall 
wifely confider of his dosngs, | 


F 
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THE 


SECOND PART. 


SHEWETH, 


That the prefent Papal Church of Rome, is not uM 
Church of Chritt, divers Canfes or 


E have heatd of how dangerous a Confequence | 
that Papal Opinionis, which leads them to fer 
up their own Authority (under pretence of their 


being the Church) above the holy Sctipture ; 
ppm infomuch as they allow it ue Authority, till it be delivered to us for 
_ God’s Word, by their Church ; fo that by this Doctrine, we muft 
find their Church, before we can find the Word of God, as itis con- 
tained in the Scripture. 
Upon which Confideration, we fhall endeavour to fhew, That rhe 
prefent Papal Church, is not ‘the true Church of Chrift ; ‘and there- 
fore what Power foever the Church hath, yet they catinot have it ; 
Becaufe they are not ine Church of Chrift. 


The Firf Resfons 
| 


The prefent Papal Church of Rome, cannot poffibly 
prove I her felf to be the Church of Chrift : Therefore 
fhe is not the Church of Chrift. — 


| 


The Firft Reafon maintained. 


He Confequence of the Argument nounderftanding man can. 

‘deny; for unlefs a party pretendin to be the Church of Chrift, - 

can fome wayes fufficiently prove that they are his Church, they 
cannot reafonably blame any body that refufes fo to account of them. 

And for the Antecedent, supa met it is et for the ae 
ape 
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Papaf Church to prove her felf the Church of Chri, it evident 
from this ground, viz. They make both the Scripture, and all other 
Writings, depend on their Church for their Authority; and there- 
fore they muft prove themfelves to be the Church without the help 
of any authentical or authoritative Writings ; which thing is impof- 
fible for them todo. 4 
Being thus divefted of the help of all Records, as is more fully 
fhewed above, there remains now nothing for them to lean upon but 
their own Evidence,or the Tradition of their Fore-fathers : not that 
which is contained in any Records, but only that which hath been 
delivered by word from man to man, ce. - Butalas! what Tradition 
is thisthey tpeak of 2? Nortthe Tradition of the Church to us, till the 
erfons delivering the fame, be found to be the Church ; which, as 
fore, they cannot be found to be, without the Scripture. And fot 
their own Evidence, that may not provethem to be the Church to 
thofe that contend with them; it cannot availthem, fith each party 
contending in this cafe, will, and may, as reafonably as the Papifts, — 
look that their own Teftimony fhould be as available for thefe, as 
the orher for thofe. | 
Itisas vain here to tell us, they are the Church; becaufe the trae 
marks of the Church do agree to the Papal Church, and none“elfe, 
_ For, firft, the true marks of the Church are confefled by the a a 
to bé found in the Scripture ; which Scripture they receive not, but Aythor | 
from the authority of theit Church (yea, their prefent Church) {0 of the 7. | 
that till the Scriptare can tell us authotitatively which be the marks Overies 
of the Church, no Church can be found by thofe marks ; norcan the 
Scripture tell us of thofe marks authoritatively, till Rome, as-a | 
Church,¢ive it us for God’s Word: So then Rome muft be fourid the oo. 
Church, before there be any marks. to find her by; which is impof- | 
‘for example: To clear this matter further, the Papiffs fay, 
That Holine® ts a mark of the trae Church: But now fet the Holy 
Scripture afide, and how fhall I know from wabolineB, with- 
out the Scripture ? Here the Papifts being in a ftrait, rather than 
they will fet the Law of God, or the Scripture, have the prehemi- ye 
néncée, do Anfwer thus; That we have a Law in our Confciences, which 
diitates what good, and what otherwife ; and by this Law, even a of the 7. 
Heathen may judge-our Church holier than any otber Congregations of Queries 
Chriftians. 
a miferable plunge (of Heathem(m or Quakeri{m ) are they 
brought to here? How do. 5 know that a Heathen may, by “pes 
Law 


e 
. 
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| 


| 


Law of Con(cience, judge their Church to be more holy than’ 4 N ¥ 
other Congregation of Chriftians ? Were they ever Heathens to 
know this? Butalas! what holinefs can a Heathen judge of ? Sure- 
ly not chat whichis an infallible mack of the true Church ; for this 
Spiritual matter is foolifhneis to the Natural man, nor can he know 
it, becaufe ‘tis {piritually difcerned. It is true, there isa Hol:ne(s 
difcernable by the Law of our Confciences. But this only, is not 


an infallible mark, that any Society is the Churchof Chrift ; nor did 


ever any man ( 1am per{waded ) hold forth {uch a Do&trine, that was 


- afaithful Minifter of the New Feftament, or Spirit. 


Again, What of this kind of Holinefs, whereof a Heathen (as fuch) 
can judge, is there found among the Papi/ts, which may not be found 
among the Baptifts ?. yea, among thofe that are oppofite to both, as 
the Ouakers,andothers ; yea, amongthe very Jews and Turks may 
be found as much of this kind of Holine/S as among the Papi Sts, if any 
credit may be given to Hiftories. ; . 

Sometimes the Papif?s do obje& 


* It would be here xoted, That neither the thé. * Creed as fufficient, to de- 


marks of Unity, Univeifalilty,8&c. sor the monftrate a man tobe a Member 
Creed, do prove a People that bath themall, of, the Church, though he know 
sobe the Church: becaufe none of them men- not whether there be any Scrip- 
tion Baptifm , withont which there cannot ture. But I Anfwer, How {hall 
be avifible Church, this be proved to be the Creed ? 


it muft not be its.own evidence ; 


forthen the Sctipture may as well {peak for ir felf,; which the Papifts 


will not allow; nos can the Church of Rome confer any authority up- 
on.the Creed, till they be found to be the Church. So then this is the 
Capea Rome muft be found to be the Church, before there be a 
Ido therefore humbly defire thefe few Obfervations may be {eri- 
oufly thought upon by all fober men, but efpecially,the Papists, 
fo men may give to the holy Scriptures, that whichis proper tothems; | 


 thatis, That they may fpeak,without controul, both for themfelves, 


and every thing elfe of a Religious.confideration ; or elle all Vo- 
lumns of the Antients, and Societies of men, pretending to Chri- 


ftianity (as things ftand in our dayes) mult depart into utter filence, 
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This: they muft fay and prove, or elie deny theis Infant Bapti{m. 


and much Scripture found for it; fo is not Jnfant whichis. 


The Baptift again the Papift 
The Second Reafon. 


The prefent Papal Church of Rome, hath no Baptifm : 
Therefore fhe is not the Church of Chrift. 


The Second Reafon maintained, 


Bio. word Baprifm in the Argument, I mean only the Bapti/m 
0 


Water inthe Name of the Father, ec. ‘or, which is all one, the 
Bapti{m of Repentance for the Renuffion of fins. Now that the prefent 
Papal Church of Rome hath not this Baptifm, is evident by this 
Argument, taken from their own Confeffion, wz. 

~The Baptiim of. the true Church is found in the Scripture. But 
the Baptifm of the prefent Papal Church of Rome is not grounded 
upon, nor mentioned in the Scripture. Therefore the prefent Papal 


Church of Rame hath no Baptifm. 


- The firtt Propofition is moft clear, from AZatth.28. 19,20. Ait.2. 
Ait, 8, 9. Att. 16. A&, 18. Ail. 19. 22,16. Rom, 6. 
Gal, 3.27. Col.2,11, 12. Heb.6.1,2, 1 Pets 3.-21, 
And, that the Papifts Baptifm is fot found in the Scripture, I 
prove thus. Becaufe they themfelves do confefs, that Infant Bap. 
rifm is not Mentioned in the Scripture, nor grounded wpon the Scrip- 
ture, nor any Scripture for it, See to this.purpofe, the Works of 
Bellarmine; anda Book, entituled, eA” Antidote, written by S. N, 
a Popith Doétor ; as alfo 7. B. his Exdto Controverfie, In which 
Books you will find the very words which I have repeated. Adde. 


_ hereunto:the Anfwer which I received from the Author of the Seven 


‘Queries, when J asked bim what Controverfies in Religion he could 
refolveavithout:the written Word,of God? he affigned Infaut Bap- 


tifm, as one thatiwas fo to be refolved, 


-” So then, we have it pro confeffo from the Papifts. own mouths, That 
their Baptifm (which is Baptifm) is a ScriptureleS-Bapti{m 
Therefore fay I, itis no Baptifm. 

-- No Baptifm,. Lfay; becaufe the Church hath but one Baptifmof | 
Water, and it is mentioned in the Scripture, and grounded upon it, 


the Baptifm of the prefent Papal Church. Therefore the Papal Bap- 


isno Baptifm. How can they defend themfelves ? Will they, 


fay,the Church hath.a Scripture-Baptifm, and an. unwritten Baptifm 2 


But 
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 ” @ceafion to wath his hands only, which he may 


‘The Baprift againf? the Papif. 


| But, fecondly, The prefent Papal Church is fo adulterated in the © 


- manner of the Adminiftration of Baptifm, as that, had they a true 
fubjest for Baptifm, yet, they would be found to have no Baptifm. 
This will appear as clear as the Light, from the Papifts own confef- 
fion; for they grant, that the axtient and primitive way of baptizing, 
was, by dipping the party baptized, ever the head and earsin Water; and 


-. that it was their Church which changed this way, to a little fprinkling up- 


onthe forehead, This is plainly to be feen in a Book, entituled, (‘er- 
‘This bold Change, which men, without any allowance from God, 
have made in this Miniftration of Baptifm, is dire@ly againft the 
Sctipture. CMat, 3.16, Mark, 15.9. Fohn 3.23. At.8.38,39. 
Rom. 6, In all whieh places it’s evident, that our Lord Jefus, 
Baptist, and the other Baptif?s of thofe times, did fo underftand the 
mind of God in refpect of the manner of the Adminiftration of 


Baptifm, as that. they thought it could not be done without fo much ~ 


Water asthey might go into ( both the Perfon baptizing, and the 
Perfon to be baptized) And now, do not all that will prefume ta fa- 
-_tisfié themfédlves in this thing with a few drops of Water put on the 


_faceonly, from a Man’s fingers ends, or out of a Glafs in the Mid- 
_» wifes pocket, lay great folly and ignorance to the charge of Chrift 


and his primitive followers? doubtlefs' fuch, as is not lefs than the 
folly of that man, that hath occafion only for one Gill of Water, 


atid hie may take it up at the fide of the Brook, and yet will needs 


wade into the middle of a River to take it up; or a man that hath 
rform very commo- 
dioufly without wetting his foot, and yer is fo fimple that: he will 
heeds go into the middle of the River to that purpofe, efpecially 
fuch a Rivet where there is much Water. I fay, the practice of 
‘Sptinkting which the Papifts and others ufe, if that anfwer the mind 
of God in the cafe of Baptifm, doth even thus refle&t upon Chrift and 
the Chriftiahs in thofe dayes. But let our Saviours praétice herein 

be juftified, ard aff fuch pra&tices as tend to the rendring it ridicu- 
The Papifts only Referve for the defence of Infant Bapti(m, is this : 
They fay tt ts an Apofolieal Tradition, that is, a Precept delivered by 


the Apoftlés Word, but nofmentioned in their Writings. 
This T thalf few to be utterly falfe, for divers important Reafons. 


Fitft, No Apoftolical Tradition, tends to the making null of void 


any Apoftolical Writing. But Infant Sprinkling makes null and void 
-all chat is Wrrtten ‘in the Scriptures, concerningthe {ubje& and man- 
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of Baptifm, that part of the World where the Papiits (or: 


fuch as they ) get the Civil Power on their fide: yea, we fee that by’ 


this means the fons of men are great enemies to the way of God in: 


this matter. How long have many Nations lain deftitute of the know- 
ledge of the Bapti{mof Repentance for the remiffion of fins, by reafon of | 
the interpofition of this cloudy Tradition of Pedo-Rantifm? How — 
have men, pretending to be Minifters of Chrift, never, in many 
Generations, preached Peter’s Doétrine, ‘Repent, and be baptized, 
every one of you, forthe Remuffion of fins 2 Note this Obfervation well; 
for although the Baptifm of Repentance, cc. hath not been cryed 
down in the Nations of Chriftendom,(by fuch as.counted themfelves 
the only Preachers of the Gofpel) yet it was not for that thefe Nati- 
ons had no neediof the practice of Baptifm ; for they daily have pra- 
Ctifed fomething under that notion, which is rheir Infant-{prinkling; 


So that it’s plain, Infant-Baptifm makes void the Apoftolical Wn- 


tings: Therefore Infant-Baptifm is. no Apoftolical Tradition. 
Secondly, Infant-Baptifm is not-an Apoftolical Tradition, he- 
caufe no mention is made of it in the firft hundred of years after 
Chrift.. Although I am not much read, yet I have ufed the utmoft . 
of my diligence to know the Truth in this Point, and I have attained | 


to fufficient fatisfaétion, that the greateft favourer of Infant-Bap- 
» fm that yet I have met with, durft not fay that ever he faw any Re- 
- cord of Antiquity that mentioned fuch a thing, and that the Scrip-- 


tures do not mention it, the Papifts grant, * 403 | 
And becaufe the Papifts make fuch boaft of the confent which they 
te in.this matter from Antiquity, I will therefore here put in 
thing by way of Evidence to the contrary. For it 1s certain that 
+ Baptifm, as it was not heard of in the firft hundred, fo nei~ 
“ss it generally received till above half a thoufand years revol- 
Chrift, as is undeniable; for that itis plain, that 


¢ famous (or at lealt, very famous)Chriftian Parents “See Book, ens 
‘up their Children without having them baptized ; tstwled, A 
she Parents of Greg. Naxsanzen, eAmbrofe, An- . grounded Trego 


tife concerning 


‘others ; yea, the Emperour Con/fantins, born of 
“agents, was not baptized till he was about Baptsfm, 
rage”. See alfothefe enfuing Teftimonies. - 


unto you, how we offer up our felves unto God in Fuffin 

hat.we are renewed through Chrift, fuch as are 

sh, and believe that which we teach them, being orat. ad 

‘he fame; we.admonifh to faftand pray, and Asrhe; 
vem, ; then they are biought to the Water, piss, 


and 
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and there calling on the Name of the Father, ec. they are wathed 
init, So faith Eralmus, paraphrafe on Matth.28. If they believe that 
which you teach them, and begin to be repentant of their former life, then 
 dipthemIn Water, Inthe Name, &c. 
Jerom. The Lord commanded his Apoftles, that they fhould firft inftrué 


fuper Nations, and afterward baprife thofe that were inftruéted: for it 


| * Mat.28 cannot be that the body fhould receive the Sacrament ef Baptifm, 


unlefs the foul have received before the true Faith. © | 
Athan, Our Saviour did not flightly commafid to baptize, but firlt of all 
in ferm. he faid,teach, and then baptize, that true Faich might come by teach- 
3. cont. ing, and Baptifm be perfected by Fah, 
Arrian. Haimo faith, Inthe place (Matth. 28.) « fet down a Rule rightly 

how to baptize, that is, that Teaching fiould go before Baptifm : for, he 


Haimo. Caith, Teach all Natsons, (and then he faith) and baptize them: for, 


sn pofttl. he that is to be baptized, must be before infirutted, that he first learnto 
fup.text beligve, that which in Baptifm he {hall recesve : For, as Faith without 
Works #8 dead ; fo Works, +f they have no Faith, are nothing worth, 
Beda Beda faith,: eAll they that came tothe Apostles to be baptized, were 
fuper of them, and when they were infirutted concerning the Sacra- 
"Ak, 19, ment of Baptifas, they recesved the holy adminiftration thereof. | 


- Tertullian, who lived about the time when Infant-Baptifm began | f 


Tertut, to appear, did difpute againft ic, as an unneceflary practice, for divers 
caufes, 1, For that st & not meet to commit heavenly things, to thofe 


gus [unt. 


 Bapr. who are not capable of keeping treafure of an earthly nature. 2, For th 


parvil: the Sponfors might be endangered, 3. For that it became them | 
were to be baptized, to fast, pray and confefS thesr fins. 4. 
they that receive Chrift, atk him; let them (that is, little 
come therefore, faith he, while they are youths, whilft wherein thy 
Auguftine faith, We fpend much time in exhorting thofe whia 
Aug. de tize—— vives, commenting upon this place, 
Civitat. any man {bould mistake thus place of Auguttine, him know 
Det, time it was the. custom to baptize NONE, except they were 
and diddefire Bapti{m in their own perfons, and that fever 
did understand what that Mystical Water meant, whichy 
in our baptizing of Infants, 


| [Lo here your Pedo-baptifm is not the old cu oo 
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"The Baptiff against the Papp. 
The Third 


- The prefent Papal Church of Rome, is a National Churc 
Therefore fhe is. not the Church of Chrift. ~ 


The third Reafon maintained. 

I, oe make the Gofpel-Church National, confequently deftroye 
the Doctrin of Converfion, as it is a principle of the Dorin 
of Chrift-appertaining to the beginning of a Chriftian man: For, if 
men can regenerate, or beget perfons to God in their infancy, then 
the Word of Regeneration or new-birth is needlefs in order to our 
admitfion into the Church of Chrift, and fo the preaching of Faith 
and Repentance mutt ceale (as st « a Principle pertaining to a Chriftian 
man) in all thofe Nations which are called Chriftendem, whichis a 
great part of the World. And indeed, E 
proved this Conclufion to be moft true ; for fince the Church ( as 
they term it) was National, the Word, or Work of Converfion,hath 


h: 


been little known in the life and power of it: nay, verily, the very © 


texm | Converfion| is become a reproach among our National-Church- 
members. Butthus tomake the Werd of Converfion unneceffary, 
in order to perfons admiflion int@the Church of Chrift, is contrary 
to the Scripture, Fobn 3. 5. Luke 24.47. Matth.20.19. 2Cor.5; 
16, 17. Heb, 8. 10, 11. Gal. 3,26, 27,28. Matth, 3. 8,9,10. 

2. To make the Gofpel-Church National, puts an end tothe Do- 
&trine of Chrift touching that Separation, and thofe Divifions, which 
for the Gofpel-fake muff be 1x Nations and Families, a8 appears from 
thefe Scriptures; 15. 19. and 17. 14,16, 2,40, 47. 
1 Cor.6. Luke 12. 49,to 54. And therefore in vain doth any perfon 
think to do God fervice, by compelling Families, Towns, Countries, 
Nations, or many Nations,to be of one mind in matters of Religion. 
Tfay, itis in vain, becaufe the Scripture forefees, and alfo ‘fore- 
fhews, that the contrary effects muft follow the preaching of the Go- 


 fpel; and yet they may, yea, and ought to live.in one form of Civil 


Government: for that is the will of God concerning every font, 
Rom.13..%,to 8. 

, 3. The Gofpel-Church cannot be National ; becaufe that takes 

-away trom her, Perfecution for the Gofpel-fake, & makes her become 
a Perfecutor : For it is impoflible for a Church to be National with- 


out penal Laws,whereby to force men to that kind of Werfhip which 


G _ the 


xperience hath long ago 


. 
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thé greater part approveth, which may as poffibly be falfe as true. 
But the true Church muft not look to be free from Perfecution, 1f fhe 
+ 2 Cor. live godly in Chrift Fefus; nor is any thing more #xcomly for her than 
5.20. to punith or perfecute|men into a Conformity to her Faith or religi-. 
ous practice, 19,20, Mat.10.22, 27im,3,12. Lukeo. 
$6. And the greateft part of the Revelations do fhew,that the Church f 
was to be ina fuffering condition, and are therefore bid to be patient, 
until the coming of the Lord, Jam. 5. | 
_ 4. A National-Chutch cannot obferve the difcipline of the Church 
of Chrift ; for, in the/cafe of withdrawing from diforderly perfons, 
they do not only feparate men of diforder from the Church, both in 
Civil and Religious concerns, but they caft them wholly out of the 
World, from all Markets and Fairs, yea, quite out of their Liveli- | 
hoods, cc. which kind of Excommunication the Scripture forefees 
to be proper to the Churches Adverfary, Rev.13,16,17. . | 
Ifthe Gofpel-Church ought to be National, then fhe was:im- 
‘perfect in point of Power in the Apoftles dayes : for-fhe had-not then 
_ any Power to put Hereticks to death for their Hetefie. But to fay, | 
that the Primitive Church wanted any Power topunith any fin, as it | 
concerns the Church: to punith jt, is-to difparage the Apoftolical 
Churches, and is alfo contrary to the Scriptures, which plainly thew 
they had Power then to revenge all difobedience, 2Cor.10. 4, 5,6. 
| | 


The Fourth Reafon.. 
a The Papal'Church encreafeth her felf more by the Carnal | 


i | Sword, than by the Spiritual Word : Therefore the is | 


The fourth Reafon maintained. 
"Hat {uch Churches as are National, do moft encreafe their num- 
 / bers, and keep them alfo when they have them, by the terror of 
‘Death and Penal Laws, both Experience fhews, and Reafon tels-that 
cannot be otherwife, How eften hath our Nation changed their | 
Religion, with the breath of a Prince? fometime to Popery, and | 
Torherwhiles to Proteflancy, and under O. toa compound-ef = 

shal€ Preshycery and half Jndependency, according to the temper of thofe 

thatfat at the Scern of Affairs And now, how are they turn’d again 
Prelacy? Of which lait change, I fay, if. any have as 
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judging it their duty toGod fo todo, thofe (though this doth not 
juftifie.cheir way to be good, yet) are honeft men: But if any for 


_ foned— She that could not be beloved of Chrift if the World had not hated 


fent; but, by your leave,when 4#/tin could not prevail by the Word 
(or rather, his words ) he told them, Jf they would not fubmit, they 
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felf-intereft have doneit, they are the very dregs of men, -and will 


_ beany thing, and fo nothing. 


Ixemember a notable faying of Hillary, wholivedaboutthe 


4th or sth hundred, and in his dayes the Church was a degenerating 


from her Regeneral Conftitution into a National Form, where he Fillar, 


faith, Ambition doth aid st felf by the Name of ((HRIST ; the Church ©"74 


doth fear and compel the People through Banif:-ments and Imprifonment, to Auxen. 
believe her in thofe things, which (he had received throu ee impri~ 


her, /now glorieth to be extolled and beloved of the World, &c. 

And that the Papal Church hath ordinarily encreafed her felf more 
by terror of the Carnal Sword than theWord of God,doleful Hiftories 
do declare ; namely thefe, Slesdan Comment. A Book entituled, The 
Indians Tears, for Blood: as alfo,Fox hu and Mo- 
numents. 

And here I think it meet to give aninftance from one of their 
own Hiftoriagraphers, namely Fabinus. He tells us that after Aufin 
the Monk had gotten a confiderable fettlement in Exgland, it hap- 
pened that there was a Council aflembled in this Nation, where Ax- 
ftin propofed feveral things,to which the other Bifhops could not con- 


fronld be compelled, by the wafting that (hould be made in their Country 
through War and Mifery, ‘This was not Paul’s way, 2 Cor. 5, 20. 


4 The Fifth Reafon, 


The prefent Papal Church of Rome, taboursto keep. the | 
World in darknefS, andthe Church alfo: Therefore 
fheis not the Church of Chrift. ; 


The fifth Realen maintained, 


gus Confequence of this Argument no man candeny; for there 
Lis nothing more oppofit to the true Church, than to love,or caufe 
darknefs to feizeupon any.. And that the prefent Papal Church of 
Rome sabours to keep.all men in darknefs, is thus 
forbids almoft all men to reade rhe Scriptures, and thereupon hath — 
Gi2 «greatly 


a 
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greatly withftood the Tranflation of them into evety Tongue, as is. 


_-evident, partly from what Hiftory declares, and partly from that 
which themfelves do fay. To omit Hiltory, hear what they fay them- 
felves. In their Preface to the Reader in the Rhemist Teftament, 
thus they fpeak: y 

| Order was taken by the Deputies of the late famous Council of Trent 


tn this behalf, and confirmed by fupream Authority, That the Scripture, { 


though truly tranflated into the vulgar Tongues, yet may not be indiffe- 
read mor of any fuch as have expres Order 
theremuto of thar lawful Ordinaries. So that we fee the Liberty here 
given, is uplike the Liberty given by Chrift to his enemies, whom 
- he commanded to fearch the Scripture, Fob» 5.39. And the rich 

Glutton’s Friends are faid to have the Prophets and Mofes, Luk.16. 


29. - Ifrael was of old indifinicly required to lay up the Book of the 


Law in their heart ; to talk of it as they fate in their heufes; as they 


went abroad; they muft teach them to their children, and write chem 
upon the pofts of their doors, Deut.6. 4, to9. 


- Norwithftanding all this and much more liberty given by the Lord 


bath to his Enemies and Friends, to reade his Word, you fee the 


Conncil of Trent will haye none permitted, but whom the Ordinaries | 


permit, to reade the Scripture, and they are only fuch as they judge 
difereet, &c. Pref. Rhem. Tef. 


Is it not ftrange thatmen, pretending to be Chrift’s 


ets, fhould thus contradi& him ? He allowed that to his Enemies, 
which they will not allow to his Friends. Sure they have neither 


heard his Voice, nor feen his Shape, or, at leaft, not learned of him. 
b 


Miferable is the Gofpel-Church by the Council of Trents Dostrine, 


they have not that priviledge which J/rae/. under the Law was allow- _ 


ed; and yet they are as Rrictly bound to bring up their Childreninthe 
- admponition of the Lord ; which they cannot do, unlefs they have the 
Eawin their heart, that fo they may talk of it to theizr Children. ‘But 
furtly, thofe that will not let the Law come within the fight of our 
eyes, have no mind it fhould ever come in our hearts: So then they 
labour to keep us in the dark. 23 
_ What can they fay again{t mens reading the Scripture, which hath 
 motthe fame force againft the hearing of it preached? Did not fome 
"+ @0ficeive as gtofs opinions concerning Chrift’s faying, men muft dat 
his flefh, as fome have by reading them? The fews thought they 
were fo to be underftood, as that they might eat his real flefh; and 
that was not agreater nora lefle Error, than is found in the Papifts, 
who read the 


| | 

_ 
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fame word. It is doubthefs a fhrewd fign that 
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The Baptift againft the Papift. 
_ who will not fuffer us to fee the Law of God; do not intend that we 

fhall hear very much of it; peradventure fuch Points as talk of 
Tythes, ce. | 
Yea, it is evident, that they intend not to let us hear muchthat 
-fhall profitus ; for they have devifed, that the very Prayers and Ser- 
vices of their Church, be faid and fung ita tongue which the People 
underftand not. Yea, they tell us, Typat it 1 enough for the People 
to underftand that the Prayer 1 made to cdil upon God inall our defires ; 
and more than this t& not neceffary ( they fay: ) So that the poor Peo- 
plein the Papacy, know not what are the things defired ; only they 
are told, The Prayer is made to God in allthatis therein defired.. 
Are not thefe People keptindarknefs? But faith Paw/, How fhould 
the unlearned fay, Amen? 1 Cor, 14, 

_ That which is moft ftrange, is, That the Papifts fhould deliver 
this dark Doctrine, from 1 Cor.14, then which no Scripture more re- 
quireth an underftanding in thofe that pray, and in thofe that joyn 
with them ; nor doth any Scripture more clearly fhewus, to how 
little purpofe it is to perform any Service in the Church in an un- 
known tongue. Read the Chaprer ; faith Pawl, If I come unto jou 
[peaking with tongues,what (hall I profit you 2 —.but inthe Charch Iwill 
peak, five words with my snderftandsoe, that I may infirutt others alfo, 
rather than ten thoufand words in an unknown tongue. Thefe are Paul’s. 
words, as the Papifts themfelves tranflate them. 

‘ Another way whereby they keep men in darknefs is this,. They 
cumber mens minds.with fucha LTUDE of Ceremo- 
nies, and Repetitions in their Prayers, that the mind is.fufhciently — 
charged to remember how many times over they muft fay fome twWo of. 

three words ; nay, it’s evident this is no wrong, witnels their Beads 
which ferve to fupply the defect of theirmeémories. As Iremem- 
ber, there is not lefs than fifty Orations and Poftulations, ec., which Willst. 


the Prieft is to make, and at, before the Bread be Confecrated when Synopf. | 


they fay Mafs; andthe like doings they have in the moft of their 
Services, which I can more defire the Lord would deliver them. | 
from, than Mention. 
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‘The Sixth Reafon. 


_ ‘The prefent Papal Church, is generally (if not only at this 

_» day ) gathered of perfons unregenerate, or not new 
Born, las the Scriptures do require new-birth in that 
A eale Therefore fhe is not the Church of Chrift, 


The Sixth Reaflon maintained, 
1, es Scripture faith, That except a man (or any one ) be born 
again (SO) as tobe likethewinde THAT BLOW- 


ETH, and that bloweth in fuch fort, as the found thereof J.5 — 
HEARD, he cannot enter into the Kingdom (or Church ) of God : 
But the many millions of Infants, Whereof the Papal Church con- 
fifts moftly (if not only ) in refpeét of her Members Initiation, ate 
not thus regenerate. So that the Papal Church is gathered ( gener- 
- ally ) of fuch Perfons as are not fo regenerate, as Perfons oughtto 
be, and muft of neceffiry be, before they be admitted into the 
Church of Chrift. The Seed of the Woman (or Gofpel-Church ) 
are all fuch as have the Faith of Jefus, and keep the Commandments 
‘ of God, at leaftin Profeffion ; for that is the thing that is abfolute- 
Ty neceffary, in order to any Perfon’s admiffion into the Church of 
Fohn3,5,5. 2Cor.5.16,%7, Rev. 12.ult. Gal, 3, 26, 

-~ 2," All the Children of the new Covenant, or Church of Chrift, do 
- DIFFER from the Church under -Mofes, S O, as that they, each 
_. individual, do fo know the Lord, as that they need not, in fome fort, 
teach one another, faying, Know the Lerd, Heb.8. Jer.31. But either 
all, or the-generality of the Papal Church, differ nothing from the 
»Churchunder Afofes, in refpec&t of their K NOwWL EDGE, when 
admitted into their Church, Being fuch as are not capable of the 
firft, or leaftdegree of the knowledgeof him. | | 
+ 3. There appears no more fignof Regeneration, or new-Birth, in 
_ the Infants, or Members of the Papal Church, at their admiffion, 
than there appears in fuch as the Papifts fay are not regenerate. 
| Now where the Spirit of regénerationis, itis not without fome de- 
monftrable operation; for faich Chrift, The wind bleweth, &c. and 
thou heareft the found thereof, SO IS EVERY Onethatis 
 bormof the Spirit. So that I conclude, That the Infants whom the . 
Papifts fay they baptize, are not born of the Spirsit, unlefs they can 

eivefome demonitrative fignof itr. 
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The Baptift againftthe Papift. 47 
4. There can be no Regeneration in an ordinary way, without 
preaching the Doétrine of Chrift, Rom.10. But the Papal Church is 
generally (if not only ) gathered without the Word preached, in 
order tothe regeneration of the Members, before their admiffion. 
| Therefore they are not regenerate in an ordinary way. Andif they: 


have an extraordinary regeneration, let them fhew.ic. 


The Seventh Reafon. 


The prefent Papal Church of Rome, maintaineth the Dos. 
Ctrine of Devils, and that fo violently, as that they pu- 
—~nifh the Non-obfervation thereof with Excommunica- 
tion and Death: Therefore fhe is not-the Church of 
Chrift. 


This Argument maintained. 


His Reafon, or Argument, may feem to be harfhly laid down ; 
-yetif it be true, there is neceility to propound it. And for 
the truth of it, I defire you weigh what followeth. 4 
1, T6 forbid Marriage, and‘to command to abftain from Meats 
which God hath created to be received, of’ fuch as believe and obey 
| the Truth; this is the doctrine of Devils. Butitis Well known thar 
the Papilts do forbid the whole Calling of their Clergy to Marry, 
and thoufands befide of thole that live in their Monalteries and 
Nunries, @c. and this under pain of Curfing and Death, You thall 
7 - hear them {peak their own words, wherein they do not only prohibit 
) Marriage for ever to fuch as enter into the Miniftry ; but if any be 
| married, and afterwards come into the Miniftry, they wholly de- 
} prive fuch of the enjoyment of their Yoke-fellows. Thus they 
fpeak ; The canfe why the Church requireth chaftityin the Clergie, and Rhem. 
| forbiddeth not only fornication, but all carnal copulation, even in lawful 
_ wedlock, tothe end, that God’s Priefts be not divided from him by the Anns, 
clogs of Marriage, but be clean and pure from alt the flefhly atts of copula 
‘tion: And this doétrine they teach from x Cor.7.: where if you reade 
|} ‘the 4, 5, 5, 7. verfes, you may eafily learn the quite contrary Do- » 
@&rine. Again, They teach from 1 Tim.3.2. That none {hall Marry 
_ that come into holy Orders. And, that if any of the Clergie, in-other 
‘Countries, had been permitted, in times paft, to enjoytheir Wives, yet they 
now declare to be against the Apoftles Rule; And this they faywsthe 
Seatence of the Council of Nice, . But furely Pasl’s words -ate clear 
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Di. TO. jawful tomake the'Minifters Wives bond-women. And Fox recordeth, 


| The Bapifh again the Papift. 
contraty ; for he faith, 4 Bifhopmuft be the Husband of one Wife, ha- 
ving his Children ix [ubjettion, 

In further proof of this matter, it is upon Recon, That Gre, 7. 


An. 1070. did enforce Minifters by Excommunication, to leave their 
32 Wives. And Urban 2, Anno.1066, Decreed, That it might be 


Thatit was made Felony, by the A& of the Six Articles, for Minis: 
fters to marry Wives, Fox, p,t135. And this cruelty Bellarmine de- 
fends by afaping of Ferome, That a Bifhop begetting Children, fhall 
be condemned as an Adulterer. 
_ Now whereas I fay they forbid Meats, re. I donot mean, that it 
is not meet for the Church to Faft and Pray, and in fucha fenfe to 
forbid meat. | But for their Church to forbid one kind of meat above 
another ; as that we May not eat Eggs in Lent, and divers other 
creatures which God hath created, to be received of fuch as believe. 
For the true way of Fafting, is a total fafting for the time (unlefs 
-_neceffity deny. ) And truly the Papal Faft of Lent is in 2 manner no, 
Faft, which allows the dfinkin of Wines, and the eating to the 
fullof {uch delicacies as do i infants the flefh as much as Eggs, ec. 


which yet the Papifts by no means will permitmen to eat. For my 


Author cells me, That they make'the eating of Eggs in Lent, a dam- 


nable fin, Fox,p.1043. Al Paper about their forbid- | 


ding meats. ‘Bur to 


The prefent Papal Church of Rome, i is Myftery pes 
|. Therefore fhe is not the Spare of Chrift, 


| i The Eighth Reafon 


me a8 in her prefent- fate to be Babylon And truly for my 
al have of this matter, and I findit is fo clearly 
meant Of Rome; that even the Papilts do not wholly exempther from 
_ this Name. , Yet they deny that Rome, as now confidered., is 
Mystery Babylon 5. only, fay they, itis to be rafgered to Rome in her 
Beathenifh eftare,. “But thus I reafon; 
Tf the! prefent Papal Church of Rome be not Myitery Ba- 
1 es then either the Papifts, or fome body elfe, can fhew us a 
People which bettet deferves thatttle. But this no man can do 


far as yet fearned ) and (as yet) I mutt fay, 


-Know,. that. getveratly all that diflent from Rome, do account her | 


4 
le 
‘ 
| 
. 
4 
~ 
‘= 
4 
r 
= 
4 
_ 
“he 


therefore fhe is AdpStery Babylon. 
I prove it thus : | 
One Mark of Mystery Babylon, is 2 Regiment over the Kings of the 


wis The Baptist againft the Papi, 49 
_ The prefent Papal Church 6f Rome (together with her Daughter 
Churches.) is Mystery Babylon, And for further proof in this Point, 

I thusreafon: 
3+ The.prefent Papal Church hath the Marks of AdpStery Babylon 


Earth, Rev. 17. The Woman which thou [aweft, 1s that great City which. 


_ 


reigneth over the Kings of the Earth. This Mark the prefent Papal 
Church uf Rome hath above allother; Witnefs the Papifts own 
Books, T.B. End to Controv. chap. 26,27. where he fets up the 
Pope above all Kings and Emperors ; and plainly calls the = acy 


Emprefs, 


Pomp. That ‘Rome, in her prefent Church-ftate, hath this Mark, 
her Doétor, 7. B, is my witnefs, So is Helen. Geog. p. 192, 193. 
and Napier, Rev. 9. which Authors fhew her Riches (evenof the 
Clergy only ) tobe quite outof the reach of the beft Arichmaticks 
to pafsan Entradouponit, Add to all other witneffés that of Expe- 


persence, andit will fhew us, That when their Church had her do- 
‘wmination ia this Land, they knew where the beft Ground lay ; as 
the Ruins of their Abbeys do evince. Compare all thefe with Rem 


18, and fee if they do not agree. 
Another. Mark.of A4)stery Babylon is, She fits upon Nations, 
Tongues, and Peoples. ome hath this Mark; 7. B. inhis End to 


Controverfies, chap. 26, 27. 


Another Mark of AZ)Stery Babylon is, She enflaves the Souls of 
men, and is drunk with blood. Now that the Papal Church of Rome 
hath this Mark, Ineedonly torefer my Readers to thole large Hifto- 
ries of Sleidan, Fox, and Benzo the Italian. 
As I noted, it is confefled by the Papifts, That 


Babylon, Rev. 17. & 18. chapters, is meant of Rome; only they 
- think to free themfelves from the. force of that blow, by telling us, 


That it’s meant of Rome in her Heathenifm , and under the perfecu- 
ting Emperors. But this is but a poor fhift, as may/appear, by fhew- 


ing, That the Ancients do write againft Rome, as Mystery Babylon, 


after the perfecuting Emperors were down; for the Papifts fay, 
That Conltatine put an end to the Perfecution, when he was converted, 


_ which was about the year 300, << afew odd years ; atwhichtime . 
| | 


the 


Kings and Monarchs; and the Papal Church, he terms aninvincible 


Another Mark of Myitery Babylon, is great Riches and wordly 


Fab 


Chien. 
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"The Bapift the Papi. 


| 


givenupto the Pope. x. Ferome, who 
Teft.. \ived about the fourth:hundred, writing to Extech. Marctlus, doth’ 


| a ‘ apply thefe words to Rome, viz. Fly omt of Babylon, let every man } 
in fave bis own Saul, fer Babylon is fallen, and ts the Habitation of 
| Devils. Yea} he faith further, as heis quoted by the Proteftants, 
17. 
| That Rome JS the Babylonical Harlot, accordin ng tothe Revelation of 
S$re Johny, appasmted for birth of Amicbrift, which there fhowld arife, 
all. tyranny ; from devorve the world 


Aug.de “And ismott andes in this matter, in his Book of the 
Civstat. of where he calls Xome another Babylon inthe Weft, And 
Babylon inthe Eatt, fir Rome > and Rome of Italy, fecond Babylon, 

38. Willing men to confider, Thatin the beginning of the City of God, 

: which wasin Abraham's ‘time, the firft Rome, that was, Eaftern Bee 
<r builded in:("baldea. And about what the firft Babylon was 
oyed,’ left the City of God fhould want her Enemy, the be: say 

Chr b f ome faith Antichrist Tall ihe vacant E 

in at affay to draw unto bimfelf the Empires both of of 

13, Thus it feems that Rome was accounted Myitery Babylon, four 

or hundred years after Chrift; and if ‘fhe be not now, what fhe 
was then in that refpe&, I defire to be informed where that blood- 
‘mentioned, Revelation 17: is DOW to be 
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The Ninth Reafon. 


The prefent Papal Church hath not thofé Marks, which. 
Bf... they themfelves affign as the Marks by whichthe true |. 
__ Church can only be known iafallibly: Thereforethe. . 
apal Church of Rome, is not the Church of 


prefent P 
Chrift, 


| Thofe Marks are ; 
2, SUCCESSION. | 5.SANCTITY. 
3. UNIVERSALITY| 6, UNITY, 


Cof Time and Place. | 7. MIRACLES, 


Thefe are the Principal. 


\ the prefent Papal Church cannot have the true Mark of . 
Antiquity, is thus evidenced ; wz. The Papal Churchiga Na- 
tional Church; But no Gofpel Church was National if the firft 
Age : Therefore no National Church hath the true Mark of Antiquity. 
| <The ftrength of this “Argument lyeth in the clear difference of 
the ftate of thé Church under Abraham and Mofes, to what it Was. 
}* © The Few: Church, which was to be National, took its form in. 
a a National way, even in the very firft Family whefeit began, as 
appears, Gen. 17. where Parents, Children, and Servantstoo, miift 
aH be brought into that-‘Church-ftate forthwith, or not be fuffered to 
| co-habit together. Which order muft be kept in alf the Families of 
| the Jews, as well in refpe& of their Servants, fuch as they bought 
with money, as theif Children, or any other. ‘And fo the 
| Church, both in its beginning and its cohtinuance, acted forth it 
way fuicable toic felf, 
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But when the Gofpel Church beg 
took its 


 at.10 Kash; not Peace, but rather Divifion: For faithhe, From henxce- 
five 349.35. forth here foall be finag,in one boule divided three againft two, and two 


1Cor.7. 8c.) ana all thus for the Gofpel fake. Here a man muft leave Father, 

- XI, 53, Mother, Wife and Children ; For this caufe ye fhall be betrayed, 
15, 21, both by Parents and Kinsfolks, For this caufe the unbelieving 

_ 22, 23- Husband iwill put away, his believing Wife. And for this caufe 
the Seryant may refufe to follow his unbelieving Mafter , being 
Chrift’s freeman, and yer dwell in his Service as a.Servant notwith- 


ftanding. | | | 


@ Way quite contrary td the Form of a National Church, even by 


This is.‘yet more 
Ma.3. Bapift, when he faid, Think, ho 
x 9. We have Abraham to our Father. No, iaith Paul, We.( meaning the 
2Cor. 5, Gofpel-Church ) which are of Faith,. are the Seed of Kbraham, and 
16°17, Heirs according to Promifé; For the Promife (which chiefly ) is en- 
18. joyed in the Gofpel, was not made-to fuch.as were born afterthe 
Ga!,3,2 Flefh, but fuch as are born after ; . Whereupon he faith, 
©, 29..We henceforth know No man after the Fiefh [ or becaufe hede- 
Aits 10 fcends from the. loins of Abrabam, or, any other,| For if any man 


Kons, 9, Gofpel-Church ) he isa new-creature. Old things are paffed away, 


Petér cantyiburech his fentence, and faith, truth I perceive God 


unt, fo as to be his Church, are fuch as s» every Nation fear him, 
anh work Righteou{nefs which no Infant cando.| But what.2 Hath 
God reje <4 Infants wholly, that now he will not fhew them. fo much 
favour as afore-fime ?., God forbid. He hath not (but up his.tender 


| | 
| 


| an, it is very evident, that it 
took j inning in the: divifion of Families, and that by vertue 
§3- of Chrift’s Doétriné ; who affirms, That he came to fend fire on the 


nft three. the Father a inft the Son, and the Son againft the Father; | 
2.1. 16.\the Daughter againft the Mother, and the Mother-agasnft the Daughter, 


ae Thus it’s evident, That the Gofpel-Church took: its beginning in 


turning the World {or Church of the Fews) up-fide-down, which. 
caufed the irre tocryou, MEN OF ISRAEL, HELP, 


| 
by that thundring Doétrine of the _. 
t, or begin not to fay within your felves, 


6,7, yea, the old priviledge of ftanding in the.Church by the Father’s | 
‘Intereft, though the Seed of Abraham himfelf is[now] paffled, be- 
hold all things | in this refpect.] are become new. Whereupon 


no of -Perfons, but the Perfons accepted upon aGofpel- 


Wholly, Onin part; For.as they are fuch,, aad 
dying 


35.bein Chnft (foas to be a demonftrable or vifble Member of his 
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Church ufed no compulfion -in matters-of Faith: fer more than- three 


dying in their infancy through Adam's tranfereffion, fo Chrift 


fhall they be made alive. Wherefore look how far foever they Roms. 
fall inthe firftman of the Earth, fofar they 


J.ord from Heaven; yea, the Gift to them by Chrift fhall exceed 

the Lofs they had by. Adam. But if they. live to yearsfof under- 

nding, and become actual finners.againft:God, then the way ap- 
‘etl for the remiffion of their fins, is, to repent, and be bapnzed 


poin 


through Fe{us Chrift our Lord. bE: 
. Another Argument whereby it appears the Chytch of Chriftican. 
not be National, is this; No man is bound to*become a Chriftian — 
under pain of; corporal punifhment,:.as Death, &c. but! living 
peaceably asmen, no main hath power to compel them to be bap» 
tized, or to walk in ‘the.Chriftian Profeflion; asis- clear from the 
Texts before recited: Now take away Force in matters of Religi- 
on, and .a National Church cannot ftand in an abfolute Nation 

Borm; this allexperience can teftifie. 
Again, That the Church of Chriftatthe firlt, orin the firit Ages 
‘was not National (in the firft method, or way wherein a Church 
‘beginneth to be fo, namely, by the admiffion of Infants into the 
Church ) ig very evident; becaufe it 1s utterly incredible, thatthe 


many tholfands of Infants, of fuch as in thofe dayes believed, 
fhould 
‘per of fu 
_ftles. © And befide, I have fhewed from the Teftimony of Vives, | - 
( AugwfiinesCommentor) That theChurch had not the cuftom. to: 
baptize Infants in old time. | 


admitted into theChurch, ahd-notfoanuch as the whif-. 
a thing to be found in all:the holy Writings of the Apo- 


t is likewife certain ( if Hiftory be trne-) That the Gofpel- 


hundred -years after Chrift.. About which time C 


onftantine 


ordained grievous punmifhments for fuch as {pake againft- Fabs Chron, 
Chrift; and-allowed the Chriftians, to ufe the Unbelievers- 4th pare, Yer 
hardly. But God did not blefs-thefe doings: for Con- the .Eufebius 

ftantine became an eArrian Heretick, and perfecuted the -doth. te 
—Bithop that ba 
faithful. | 


ptized him, as-alfo others that continued 


Hence then I conclude, Phat feeing the prefent Papal Church of 
Rome hath not the true Mark of Antiquity, Therefore they lofe 


once, the. next three, Suecefiong Univer ality, and Vifibjlity: For, 


4 


fhall be reftored by the 16, 18, 


Als 2, 


every one of them, that they mayrecesve the holy Ghoft}.and {o be: 38, to 
it into. al Truth and attain at the end the falvation of their fouls,4* 
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Antiquity being wanting, true Succeffion:can be found ; becaife 
take Antiquity from them, :and:then wanting that firft Age, the 
cannot be found«in every Age; not being found in every Age, 
4 efpecially thesfirtt Age, then they lofe Vifdility, as them{eives 
propofe it for:a Matk of the Church, And fortheir Holine8L have 
fpoken to: that before, and furely i is. but like their neighbours. 
Andfor their AGracles, ‘have given you a tafte ofthem from 
and mark as well as they; 
the Turks produce Miracles ; and the Proreffaats\do the like; and 
wilt, others, as the Ovakers, the like: and the Baptists can fay of atruth, 
that God hath done fer and amongit them, fome things which have 
exceeded: the courfe Nature. And fo their Miracles will 
moreprove them a Church, thanthe Miracles of others will prove 
the contrary, unlefs they cam prove the others to be Illufions. 
“And that they have not the mark of is evident, if Hiftory 
may be heeded’;) for, faith my Author, there is an hundred Seés of | 
Monks and | Fryars amongft them, and fomeof them fodivided, as | 
they burne one ‘another for matters of Religion. And fordifferent 
Opinions, there are no:lefs than ‘three hundred, See Fox and | 
p-'260, and Milhr, in his Book called, Tetraftilon 
know the Papifts do. make a cteat.dealof noife about their Pa- 
floral Succeffion, as if they could derive it from man to man, upto 
the Apoftle Perer, But 1 find the|learned Protefants making it a2 | 
ee great Queftion, whether ever Peter was Bifhop of Rome, or not. 
“And Ferom is {aid to have feen fome old Books, which fhew, that 
ep. ad Narciffus ruled the Roman Church, when Paul faluted him and his 
Kom. in bis Epiftieto the Romans, 
contention is there likewife among the Learned, Whe- 
ther Linus or Clement were the fecond Bifhop of Rome: ‘So that-this 
\ Paftotal Succeffion the Papifts pretend to, meets with fhrewd 
je&tions in the very firft and fecond:perfon of ‘that Line.» 
Againft-the uninterrupted continuance of their pretended Succef- 
© franymany things are objected as, That there were fometimes threa, 
vand fometimes.two Popes; and that for:more than twenty years ume 
together ; fo that noman could tell where the true Paftoral Authoe 
ritylay. And chen comes in that ftrange difafter of Joan the female ; 
‘Pope, who for almoft threeyeats cut the chain of this pretended = 
Succeffion, This thing is famousin Hiftory, 
Y> 


Papif.. 


rt, 
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rt 7 The Baptift again tha Papi. SS 
Laftly, Although the Papi/ts could prove 2 continued Succeffion 
_ of perfons claiming the Title of Bifhop, yet this would not 
juttife them all to y be the Paftors of Chnift’s Church. For thefe 
: two Rules are given us even by the Antients,; 1. TharPeter left his 
Innocency hereditary as well as his Seat ; and that he.which hath not 
the one’ as well as the other, is not Succefor.. 25 (That-it is 
not the Charr, bur the Dottrihe tharmaketh Brthop. ‘Now, 3dly, 
add but Paul’s Rule in this matter, 1 and astd then 
I am bold to affirm, That many Popes of Rome were. not the true 
Succeffors of Peter it Paftoral For find. ity laid to the 
charge of divers Popes, that they were Drunken-Whoremongers, 
Theeves, given more to War than Chrift; crooréd: im alboalpeakabte 
fin ; furious men, /prophane Scofters'of Inceftuousipesfons, 
Murdeters, Poyfoners of. their own Kindred’; open So+ 
domites or Buggerers; Blaiphemess, incorrigible: Hereticks, En- 
chanters; callers: upon. the Devil ‘to:help playrar Dice’; 
‘Drinkers of the Devil's Health, and Tiaitors to: Princess Thefe 
things arefo notorious and evade ‘tmue of. the Ropes.’ 
that the Papifts‘do not denythem.” End and 
the Author of the Seven Ouories; as you may fee impart before.) ¥ea; 
| Bernard. Was littl moved withthe wickednefs :of the apes 
of Rome, when “he called thems Defranters Ravementy 
Traytors, Darkunefs of the World, Wolves and Demis, And, Canwe 
think that) Sir¢ceffton ‘tobe 200 which. is derived 
| fay ‘no Seei, for the proofief :ath-that’ have: faid,: 
AW eniamsigos 103 -biod ox it iW: 


= 


OFT sdi Coniw-vaw mi 11 204 Hest 
> 


YRS Tom & 2: 


; 
b 
an 


Lnk,24 for mento receive Salvation in, is, 


__. fants dying! in their infancy fhall be damned in Hell, becaufe (as 


The T ent Reafon. 


‘The prefent Affemblies of Baptized Believers, and they 
‘only, are the true vifible Church of Jefus Chrift: 
_ Therefore the prefent Papal Church of Rome, is not the 

Church of Chrift, 


* The Explanation of this Reafon, or Argument. 


T is Reafon or Argument is not fo to be underftood, as if we 
>) -dofhut alt-men out of Heaven who are not Members of our 
Church. No verily: This is the exptefs DoStrine of the Papifts: 
- forthey fay, that ont of the Church % no Salvation ; and by Church 
they mean, only thofe that adhere to the Papal Church of Rome: and 
. hereuponthey teach exprefly (and fodo fome Proteftants alfo) That 
without Bapti (ms, dr the defre of Bapti{m, Gc. none can be faved - And 
therefore ic is that they give power to Midwives to baptize Children 
 fometimes between the Womband the World. 
at the ordinary way appointed 
The preaching of Repentance and 
Remiffion of: fins to-all Nations, in the Name of FefusChrift ; and the 
ddminifiration of Baptifm, as a thereof, to all-that give accep- 
tance tothefe Glad-tydings ; and upon this account this Miniftration 
called, The Bapts/m'of Repentance. for the remiffion of fins. And we 
do téach,| as a molt infallible Doctrine, That without profeffion of 
Fath, manifeftation of Repentance, and being baptized with Water in 
the Name of Fefus Chri, oc. no perfor can be orderly admitted intothe 
Church or Kingdom of God on Earth. And that therefore it concerns 
_-€very man, living to years of underftanding, and having the Gofpel 
 téndred to him, only to look for Salvation this way, as he will an- 
 fwer it before the Lord, for contemining God’s ordinary way, and — 


i 


H 


 Thatiwhich we teach, is this, 


 prefuming to challenge the Grace of Erernal Life in a way of his 


Neverthelefs, we do not hence conclude, all perfons, fhalf’ 
be ‘damned that feek not Life in this way. For, firft, No Infant 
¢an feek for it in the way which the Gofpel propofeth Life to Men 
Of years = Yet furely ic is a moft cruel Doctrine to fay, that any In- | 


| 
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The Baptift agaimf the : 


one very well faid) God will nor dama any perfons for that which 
they cannot help. ete 
Again, in Rom. xft. and 2d. chapters, teacheth, That if the 


fons of men aét forth themfelves in a Way of Love, Fear,Obedience, 


and Reverence to their Creator, according to the.means of Light 


vouchfafed to them, that this fhall be as much as fhall be required - 


of them, in the day when God fhall judge the fecréts of all menb 
-Jefus Chrift ( for God will not gather where he hath not ftrewed 
at whichtime, God will not judge them bythe Law that never had 
it. Howbeit, let all that have it ( I mean his written Law) expec 
to be judged by it. And therefore, though we will not prefume to 


judge of the final ftate of this or that Society of men profeffing con= — 


{cionably this or that Form of Worfhip, but leave that wholly tothe 
Lord; yet we will not ceafe humbly to beg of all fuch perfons in the 
Name of Jefus Chrift, that they having his Law, would carefully 
_ obferve the terms whereupon Life is held forth unto them, ahd be- 
come fuch glad receivers of the Word, as ismentioned, déts 2. 

Then they which gladly received the Word, were baptized: and the fame 
day were added to the Church about three thoufand onli: The Argument 
thus explained, I fhall now endeavour to make it good. © . 


: The Tenth eA: rgument maintained, — 


That the prefent Affemblies of Baptized Believets, and no other 
prefent Afflemblies of men, are the true Church of Chrift, I ptove,: 
thus : Either the prefent Afflemblies of Baptized Believers, of! elfe 


fome other Affemblies now in the practice of Infant* Baptif, muft* Asia, 


be the true Church of Chrift ; becaufe without Baptifm, the Papifts 
fay (and fay truly too) there can be no true Church of Chrift‘at this 


day : Now thefe two wayes of Baptizing only (I mean of Water. | 


Baptifm ) is pretended as neceflary in order to a vifible Church. 
fate: wz. the dipping or baptizing perfons upon their perfonal pro- 
feffion of Faith, as the prefent Affemblies of the Baptsfs do practife’s 


or baptizing (or rather {prinkling ) of Infants without perfonal pros 


feflion of Faith, as the prefent National Churches do pra&tife. 
For moft undoubtedly, the true.and legitimate claim to this Titlé 
of Chrift’s Church, muft be found in one of thefe two Parties: And 
that no National Aflembly, gathered together by Pedo-baptifm, cah 
fairly claim this Title, I have fhewed before, whither now I refer 
my Reader. And for the evincing yet further, that the prefent Af- 

| femblies 


> 
tas 
" > 
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femblies of Baptized Believers are the urch of Chrift, 
‘IT thusargue: 
+ 1) They, and they only, have the true Ecclefiaftical Marks of truly 
Antient Primitive.or Apoftolical Gathering, Conftitution and Go- 
-Werhment they, andthey only, are the true Church of 
Thefe three points, namely, Gathering, Conftitution and Govern- 
ment, A take | (if right) to be the infallible Marks of a true Church. 
And that the prefenc Afiemblies of Baptized Believers, and they on- 
dy; have them, will bs evident to him that confidereth what they 
were at firft,) and how they agree with what in thefe refpects is on- 
 yfound in the Afflemblies of the Baptized Congregations. 
_ @ The truly Antient, Primitive and Apoftolical Gathering, in re- 
fpect of the firft means ufed in order thereunto, was the preaching 


if 


“we 


tere; and;upon their conviction, to command-them, as from the 
Lord, to be baptized, every one of them, inthe Name, &c. as ap- 


“8 37. Ads 10; 47, 48. And herein onely the prefent Affem- 
 blies of Baptized Believers do clofely follow Chrift’s Primitive 
 Minifters, | | | 
| _. The Primative and Apoftolical Gathering of the Church of Chrift 
in refpec& of gathered, were only fuch, as through the 
virtue and prevalency of the Word preached, or made known, did 
give a demonitration of their Regeneration by the profeifion of Faith, 
and manifeftation of Repentance, and being dipped in Water in 
the Name ofthe Father, crc. For the proof whereof I appeal to 


. Church of fuch perfons, as of whofe Regeneration no demonftra- 


wire, in ordey to perfons into the Kingdom ot God or 
Church on Earth. .And,fecondly, I appeal to the practice of the 
in purfuance of that Commiflion given them in that 


| which were) gathered by the Apoftles, as they are defcribed to us 


- 


| 


| | | 
ne 


‘Repentance and Remiffion of fins, or the Gofpel unto every Crea-. 


‘pears, 19, 20. Mark 16.15,16. 2. 38. 


«thofe feveral|Sctiptures alledged againft the gathering of Chrift’s 


tion is or can be given, an{werable to what the Scripture doth re-— 


alf.. And, thirdly , I do appeal:to the Churches themfelves, 
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ficiently 


Thefe Texts do 
fhew to the dili- 
gent Reader , 
that here is fuch 
things fpoken of 
this numerous 
Church, as is ne- 
ceffarily exclu- 
five of any In- 
fants being ad- 
mitted into their 
Society, as to 
participate of a- 


ny Church Ordi- 
nance: And the © 
like will appear 
tothe Scripture- 
fearching. Soul, 


in all thofe o- 
ther Churches ; 
as the refpective 
vest will fuf- 


vince... 
I have ut free- 
ly granted, un- 


der the hand of a 


learned Clergy- 
man, T hat Chur- 


ches, at the firf, 


were gathered 


only as we. af- 
‘firm: but he tells 
me; That when 
-Perfecution cea- 
fed, God took ih» 
all Nations, or 


whole Nations ; 


-which hitherto’ 
che hath fot.pto~. 


ved, 


The 


con- 


~The Church at {Adts 19. I, 25-354) 5; 6; 


Baptift again the Papiff, 


al : 
feruf ge: Heb, 5> 6, & 8, Chapters, 


The Church at 3 Afts 8, 12, 13, 14, 


Samaria, 15,16, 17, 
The Church 33544,45, 46, | | 
( efaria, 47,48. 
The Church tS Alts 11, 20, 21, 23, 26, 
Antioch, Alls 13. 12, with Adts 9, 38, 
“The Church ath 13,14, 15, 
Philippi. ») 31, 32, 33> 34,40. 
Phil, 1, 6, 7, 8,9, x0, 
The Church at § Aéts 17, x, 2, 
| Theffalonica, 2 Theff, 3, 10, 11. 
The Church at§ Colof. 4, 5, 6. 
Coloffe. Coloff, 2,10, 12,12, 
The Church at § és 8. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 


The Church at Abts 28. 24. 
 Kome, Kom, 6, 35 14. 


UE phe. 3. 135 
The Church at §Gal. 3. 26,27, 28,20. 
Galatia. 


UGal, 3.15 2; 3, 4, 6. 
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|. stake knowledge of their Conftitution. 


 bukes, Reproofs, ec. with all long-Suffering and Doétrine, 


<= 


again the Papp, 
hefe Scriptures, duelyconfidered, thew, That all chofe famous 


Chiirches, were gathered in a way contrary to that of the National 


- Churches, and confonant to the way of the prefenr Baptized Chur-. 


ches. And’ be it here obferved, that no man-ever yet could thew 


any Record of fiich Authority as may fuffice to be a Founda- 
gion’ of Faith in this cafe, that by the Apoltles any were ever ad- 
into the Chufch in their infancy, Wherefore look well up- 
on the Scripture, and then upon the gathering of the Churches of 

the Baprists, and you will find chat they, and they only, have the 
thue Antient Primitive or Apoftolical-mark of Church-gathering, 


| 
| 
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OF CONSTITRTION. 


Hey billy can be truly conftituted that are rightly gathered, 
BL which the Baptized Churches onely are. The Primitive Con- 
ftitution of ithe Church confifted principally in thefe two heads ; 


Pree-fellowthip in the Doctrine of the Apoftles; 


4°, 41,42,47. Fob, 1.11, 12513, Ad. 17.4. 1 Theff.1.5,6,9. 


Fobu 3.) Rev, 22. 17. 


No force of a worldly natute was ufed.in the begetting or con- 


tinuing her Pellowthip, for it was’a mutual confent. 


The fecond thing pertaining to the Conftitution, confifts in the 


difpofing of her Members to thofe, places to which they are fitted 
to ferve in the body, 1 Cor. 12. 
| 


with verf, 18, 28, 6. 


Now that the prefent Affemblies of the Baptized Believers, have 


this form of Conftitution in both refpeAs, is evident to all that will : 


| Of GOVERNMENT. 


Tis ue Ancient Primitive and Apoftolical Government of the 


Church, was only Spiritual, and did recide notin the Paftors. 
apart from the Church, but in the Paftors together with the. 
hutch; yetfo, as that thofe to whom the Church hath committed 


| . her Power, are the Inftruments, that in the Name of Chrift and his 
@hurch, are to exercife Government, Matrh,. 18,17, 18, 1 Cor. 5. 
Tim, 1.20, & 5. 20. 


is Governmient-confifteth in thefe things ; Exhortations, Re- 
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The Baptiff against the Papft. 
2Tim. 1.2. And if this prevail not with the Offenders, then is 
the power of -Excommunication to be exercifed, to the with-holding 
their Priviledzesin the Church, and to the delivering themup to 
Satan for the deftruction of the Flefh; and for faving the finner from 
~ “hisfin, And if this prevail not, chen the finners fin is retained, till 
the day of Judgment. Bue if the finner be humbled, the fin is by 
~ the Church to be remitted, and the Offender reftored, A4atth, 18. 
17,18. 1Cor.5. 3,4, §5.21,13. 2 Thef.3. 6, 14, 15. Tet. 3.55. 
Joh. 20, 23. 

And this Government is to be exerciféd without partiality, 
Tim.5.21, and without refpect to filthy lucre, 1 Per. 5, 2. and 
‘without domination or lordthip, 2 Cor, 1, 24. Pet. 5. 1, 2; 3, 4. 

1 Thef.5.6, 7, 8. | 

_ Now that this Goverment 1s only found in the prefent Affemblies 
of Baptized Believers, is thus proved; Oxt of the Church it cannot 


be, andi the Churchit mutt be, Ephbe/. 4. till all the Saints be per- 


fected; and that this Society, and no other, can be the Church, I 

have alfo proved ; and for further evidence I refer every one to the 

exercife of the prefent Churches of baptized Believers, in point of | 

As for other Marks, it is, needlefs to infilt uponthem; forthat ~ 

Church which hath thefe, cannot be without the other, fo far as ws ' 


~ are neceffary. Yea, letit be well obferved, That that Church whic 


hath true Axtiguity, is the Church alone, which hath the Promife ; 

of Succeffion, or whatfoevesr elfe is needful in a way of neceflity in — 

order toher being: And therefore, though we could not prove by 

Hiftory, thofe things which many make great boaft of; yet, having 

the moft certain Mark [ Astiquity] we have the otherin Promife, 

and therefore muft believe that the Church hath not failed of the ac- 

ccomplifhment of them; for Hiftories ( fome of them ) be quite 

loft; and others, partly filent, and partly contradiGtory about thefe | J 

things. Again, if Hiftory did mention an un-interrupted continu- a 

- anceof Baptized Churches, fuch, I mean, aswe contend for, yetit 

would be but Teffts bumano, afd fo fo foundation of Faith: And ~ 
befide, it would fuppofe, that the Church of Chrift i¢ fo beholding 

to humane Hiftory, 2 it’s impoffible for her to prové hét felf the 


Church of Chrift without it; though fhe have thé holy Seripture, 
But this is {urely to make the Church to ftand upon toofandy a foun. 


dation, 
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THE END 
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He Author. great diftance, fo that he could’ > 
not-attend.the Prefs, this Treatife was haftily 
bya Friend of his, who having obferved thefe few’ 
| to corre&tthem with thyPen, as alfo 


bther which thou fhalt meet with, that probably he. 


Pag 16. hing 19. for. will align: neade, will not allow. P. 20. 
23. .thefe following, in thefe things following, 22. 
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